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Current Topics. 


The Solicitors’ Examination Lists. 

WE PRESUME that the great length of the examination lists 
which we print on another page is a result of the resumption 
of peaceful pursuits after the military experiences through 
which the candidates have gone, and from which happily they 
have returned. In the Final Examination 351 have passed out 
of 362. The ratic of passes is unusually high, and the number 
is some five times the corresponding pre-war numbers In 
May, 1913, seventy-nine passed the Final out of 109, and in 
March, 1914, sixty-five passed out of eighty-eight. Even 
more striking is the length of the Honours list. The three 
classes—njne first, thirty-three second and fifty-six third 
compare with one, one and seven, and one, six and five at the 
earlier dates just mentioned. It seems that the candidates 
are not only more numerous, but have gained mentally by the 
change of occupation. And this great influx and the calibre 
of the candidates do not appear to leave much room for the 
women when they arrive. But as to that we must wait and 
see. Meanwhile, we congratulate the successful candidates on 
their approaching entrance into the profession 


The Meeting of the International Law 
Association. 

THE MEETING of the 29th Coyference of the International 
Law Association, which is to commence at Portsmouth next 
Thursday under the presidency of the Lord Chief Justice, is a 
welcome indication that the technical discussion of Inter- 
national Law is about to be resumed, and the more so, 
much as it appears that the Conference recognizes that a state 
of peace has at length been resumed, and that there should be 

It is 


inas 


no discrimination as between lately belligerent countries. 


' natural that the Conference should deal with the League of 


Nations, and it is announced that among the papers to be 
read will be one by Sir Freperitck Pouiock on the “‘ Place of 
Lawyers in the League of Nations,’ and another by M. 
B. C. J. Lover, a Judge of the Court of Appeal at The Hague, 


on a ‘*‘ Cour Permanente de Justice Internationale.’’ 


Lawyers and the League of Nations. 
WITH REFERENCE to the subject of Sir Freperick PoLLock’s 
recall that one of the earliest efforts of the 


paper we may 
the predecessor of the League of 


League of Nations Society 
Nations Union—+o enlist the sympathy of leaders of public 
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opinion was the holding of a Conference of the legal profes- 
sion on 23rd July, 1917, which we fully rted at the time, 
and the report of which was afterwards published by the 
society in pamphlet form. In those days the scheme of a 
League of Nations was new in this count The enthusiasm 
of the people had been aroused by the idea—somewhat at a 
discount now-—that the war was to end this barbaric mode 
of settling national quarrels and giving effect to national 
aspirations. But no concrete means had been suggested for 
achieving this result until societies here and elsewhere—the 
United States, France, Germany, and all the leading countries ; 
a list is given in Sir Freperick Poi.ock’s ‘‘ League of 
Nations ’’ (pp. 83 to 85)—worked for the foundation of a 
League of Nations, a project often advocated in the past, but 
never till now brought to actual achievement. And this step 
has only been gained because President W1Lson won over the 
other peacemakers at Versailles to his view that the Covenant 
of the League must be the basis of the Treaty. That this 
step was possible was largely due to the pamphlet in which 
General Smuts gave concrete expression to the principles on 
which such a covenant should be based; and the last service 
which Lord Parker oF WappINGTON rendered was his outline 
of the essential points in a practical scheme in his speech in 
the House of Lords on 19th March, 1918 (62 Soticrtors’ 
JOURNAL, 448). 


The League and Public Opinion. 

But 1T was not to be expected that the League of Nations 
would at once assume full authority, and it has already 
encountered difficulties which have led to a certain amount of 

Notably there has been the failure 
of the United States to ratify the Treaty of Versailles and to 
take her place as a member of the League. The resulting 
position was emphatically stated by Mr. Hoover in his state- 
ment last month, published in the Westminster Gazette of 14th 
April, which contained the following significant passage : — 

It is an organization of the 
Without their combined good 


pessimism as to its future. 


“The League is not a document. 

moral sense of the civilized States. 
will it can never succeed in any event. The League is, of course, 
in actual being amongst the other members. It cannot, however, 
become a real beneficent force unless it contains the support of 
all the Great Powers, and this can only come about by our 
entrance.”’ 
And with the United States still outside the League, fears 
have been felt that the interest in it here would not be 
sufficient to give it that popular support which is essential to 
its realization. Hence on 7th April was issued the appeal on 
behalf of the League of Nations Union for a million pounds 
for an educational fund signed by Viscount Grey, the Presi- 
dent of the Union, and by Mr. Lioyp Groreceg, Lord Brarry, 
Mr. Asquitu, Lord Rospert Cecit, Mr. Ciynes, and Sir 
livsert Govenu, which concluded with the words: 

‘ For if Great Britain does not support the League with all her 
might and resources (and this depends solely upon the will of the 
people), the League itself will assuredly wither and die. And if 
the League should die, God help our children, for no human agency 
can save them from calamities to which the late war will appear 
as the merest trifle.’’ 

This appeal was supported later by a statement by Lorp Grey 
(Times, 30th April), from which we take the following: 

“The League of Nations depends upon public opinion. Govern- 
ments by themselves are powerless; they are all beset and dis- 
tracted by public demands, political crises, and pressure of all 
kinds. However well disposed, they cannot have time or strength 
to foster something in which the people take no interest. The 
League of Nations, unless it has behind it the strong feeling and 
conviction of public opinion, will languish and die. Our own 
Government, it is true, should do what it can to create and appeal 
to that public opinion in favour of the League; but we who are 
outside the Government should do all we can by education, informa 
tion, and advocacy to focus public opinion on the true points, to 
make it earnest, united and strong.”’ ‘ 

It has been objected that there can be no true League of 
Nations so long as the ex-enemy countries are excluded, and 
the objection is, of course, sound; but it seems safe to say 
that events are working towards such a reconstitution of inter- 
national relations as will enable co-operation to be established 
between all countries without reference to their late 
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An Edinburgh Reviewer on the League. 

WE HAVE thought it would be useful to place on record the 
present developments in connection with the League, for in 
importance it far transcends other matters of current interest. 
And it is necessary to keep the real position of the League in 
view in order to understand that for the present it cannot 
attain to full authority. There is the question how far the 
continuance of the Supreme Council is keeping the Council of 
the League in the background ; and the question, too, whether 
the Council of the League has failed in its duty in not inter- 
vening to prevent the war commenced by Poland against 
Russia. The latter matter tends to have a political aspect, 
and we do not propose to discuss it at present, though the 
Articles of the Covenant bearing on the ppint—such as Article 
XVII. on intervention in a dispute between a member and a 
non-member of the League—may under suitable circumstances 
call for comment. It is sufficient for the present to say that 
it is wiser for the Council of the League to proceed cautiously 
than to attempt an immediate exertion of authority which it 
has not the means to support. We have cited Mr. Hoover 
and Lord Grey as shewing that the real force behind the 
League must be public opinion, and this point is well brought 
out in an interesting article in the EZdinburgh Review for 
April, by Mr. Ronatp F. Roxsurcu, who, we believe, was 
Whewell Law Scholar in 1914, on ‘“‘ The Future of Inter- 
national Law.’’ Mr. Roxsurcn, who sees that the League of 
Nations will have to reproduce the advantages of the old 
Balance of Power without its disadvantages, points out that 
the form of the Covenant hides the fundamental difference be- 
tween the League and ordinary, associations which have the 
force of a State behind them. Behind the Covenant is no 


sanction. This omission must be supplied by that 
general consent which is the basis of all institutions 
of government, but ‘‘ before such consent can _ be 
secured, moral reform must counteract the instinc- 
tive tendency of States to resort to violence.’”’ With 


moral reform as a postulate we are not surprised to find Mr. 
Roxpureu saying: ‘‘ In the future, therefore, the progress of 
the League of Nations cannot be rapid.’’? The doctrine is 
wholesome if not very encouraging, but he would enlist educa- 
tion in the cause and teach in schools the virtues of restraint, 
humanity, tolerance, and peace. Mr. Roxsurcu’s article 
will be found to be an important contribution to the 
subject, and since he appears to be a new writer, we are glad 
to take the opportunity of calling attention to it. 


The New Profiteering Act. 

Tue Prorireertnc Act, 1919, was a well-intentioned effort 
to deal with the evil of soaring prices so far as these repre- 
sented undue profits to the seller. It was not anticipated 
that it would have very much effect, and in view of the con- 
tinued rise in prices it seems safe to say that it has not. Still, 
in the absence of the Act matters might have been worse, and 
since the Act, as originally enacted, was to come to an end in 
six months—that is, on the 20th inst.—it is to be continued, 
with amendments, by the Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920. 
The two Acts will continue in force till 19th May, 1921. The 
final text of the measure is not available, but comparing the 
Amendment Bill as introduced with the debates in Parliament, 
it appears that the procedure under section 1 of the 1919 Act 
for investigating complaints of profiteering will continue, and 
will extend to the letting on hire as well as to the sale of 
articles; but section 1 of the amending Act enables persons 
engaged in a particular trade to submit to the Board of Trade 
a scheme for limiting profits, and, if the scheme is approved, 
the profit allowed under it is not to be deemed ‘‘ unreason- 
able’ for the purposes of section 1 of the 1919 Act. An 
attempt in the House of Commons to make the submission of 
such schemes compulsory failed. But a provision appears to 
have been introduced designed to allow the manufacturers and 
traders to reap their harvest on good quality articles, pro- 
vided they supply at the same time a sufficient amount of cheap 
goods—a curious contradiction of the whole scheme of the 
Acts. In order to prevent persons against whom complaints 
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are made from retaliating by refusing to supply the com- 
plainant, provision—-the victimization clause—is made for 
imposing penalties in such cases. 


Secret Prucesses and Profiteering. 
CONSIDERABLE DISCUSSION took place with respect to in 

quiries into the cost of articles made under secret processes, 

and the following clause appears to have been finally adopted 


“ Nothing in this Act or in the principal Act shall require parti 
culars of any secret process or preparation, or of the ingredients 


used in such process or preparation to be disclosed, but the Board of 
Trade shall be entitled to require that the cost of production (ex 
clusive of overhead charges) shall be furnished by the producer 
under the certificate verified by statutory declaration of a qualified 


accountant approved by the Board of Trade.”’ 


The 1919 Act by section 3 empowers the Board of Trade to 
inquire into the operations of ‘‘ trusts,’’ and under this power, 
and the powers of section | (1) (a), investigations have been 
made into the affairs of many large undertakings, such as the 
sewing cotton monopoly, and the wallpapers combine. In 
his speech on the second reading of the new Bill, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade said that one result of the investi- 
gations had been to show that several monopolies and combina- 
tions having a substantial control in this country had up to 
now not abused their position. In fact, that our country was 
singularly free from the abuse of monopoly power. This may 
be so, but combines point inevitably in the direction of 
nationalization of industry, and if individualism is to survive, 
‘“* trusts ’’ must be kept in check. How to do this is one of 
the chief legal and industrial problems of the day. Mean- 
while it is, to some extent, being dealt with by numerous fiscal 
levies—estate duty, and so on. 


The College of Advocates. 


THERE WERE two undesigned errors in the opening sentences 
of our remarks last week on the ‘‘ Faculty of Advocates.’’ 
We did not intend to say that the interesting article in the 
Law Quarterly, to which we referred, related to the Scots 
Faculty of Advocates, but that it related to the English coun- 
terpart of that Faculty—namely, the old College of Advocates, 
popularly known as ‘‘ Doctors’ Commons.’’ Both institutions 
took their origin from the same source, namely, the Reforma- 
tion, which in England retained the jurisdiction of the Eccle- 
siastical Courts in probate and matrimonial, as well as spiritual 
affairs, and with these courts the Canon Law which they 
administered. The Canon Law was in substance Roman Law, 
which became the Common Law of Scotland at the Reforma- 
tion ; but in England—although to some extent under the name 
of ‘‘ Equity ’’ it knocked at the doors of our legal system—it 
never succeeded in supplanting the old rules of ancient custom 
which we call the Common Law. Indeed, the Reformation, 
and the Tudor Age which followed it, saw three distinct classes 
of law-agents in England—the Attorney, who practised in the 
Common Law Courts; the Solicitor, who practised in Chan- 
cery; and the Proctor, who practised in the Ecclesiastical 
Courts. The first two became amalgamated in practice, but it 
was not until the reform of the Ecclesiastical Courts in 1857 
that the ordinary solicitor obtained an opening in probate and 
matrimonial causes. Just as the Spiritual Courts had a 
special class of law-agents called Proctors, so they had a 
special Bar known as the Doctors of Doctors’ Commons. The 
‘* College of Advocates ’’ was their full legal designation, but 
they are quite forgotten by the layman, and even by the well- 
informed lawyer, under that more commonplace name. There 
was a time, we believe, when the ‘‘ Doctor,’’ like the Fellow of 
an Oxford or Cambridge college, forfeited his licence to prac- 
tise on ceasing to be a bachelor—a survival of the Canon Law 
and the monastic régime. Above the entrance of the old 
College of Advocates at Doctors’ Commons, we believe, was at 
one time inscribed the famous passage in the Canon Law 
which forbade any woman, even as laundress, to set foot 
within a University: ‘‘ Quia mulier caput est peccati, arma 
diaboli, expulsio Paradysi; corruptio legis antique.” But 
advancing times, and, shall we say, a truer appreciation of the 
real inferiority of the mere man, have changed all that. 





Avoués and Avocats. 

In aN article on France in the Vineteenth Century the other 
day we came on a curious blunder as to the legal profession 
which shows how easily a stranger, who does not know the 
institutions of his own country, may prove a ‘‘ blind leader 
of the blind,’’ when he attempts to interpret those of the 
country he is visiting. The writer is‘attacking the French 
system of administering justice. In particular, to prove his 
case, and to contrast the freedom of the English legal profes- 
sion with the supposed servility of their French brethren, he 
says that the French avoué (anglicé, solicitor) is a mere fune- 
tionary or official in the French bureaucratic system, and 
therefore a broken reed for his client to lean on in any conflict 
with authority. By way of evidence, he quotes various pas- 
sages in French codes and text-books which say, in effect, that 
the avoué is an officer of court, and amenable to the dis- 
cipline of the court! Evidently the writer does not know that 
an English solicitor is, likewise an ‘‘ officer of court,’’ and 
amenable to its professional jurisdiction. Since some of our 
readers may have forgotten for the moment, we may just men- 
tion in passing that in France all law degrees are granted 
by the University of the ‘‘ Sorbonne,’’ but that at least three 
distinct classes of professional lawyers exist-—the ‘‘ avocat,”’ or 
barrister; the ‘‘ avoué,’’ or solicitor; and the ‘‘ notaire,’’ or 
commercial law-agent. 


“es 


In the Supreme Bar, that of the 
‘ Cour de Cassation,’’ which is limited to sixty, the two further 
branches of the profession are united; but apparently this is 
not necessarily or usually the case elsewhere. In the provin- 
cial courts any person may take out licences as, at one and the 
same time, ‘‘ avocat,’’ ‘‘ avoué,’’ and ‘‘ notaire’’; but we 
believe this is not often done. In many of the English colonies 

e.g., British Columbia, Victoria, and some of the Provinces 
in the South African Union—a similar system exists—the pro- 
fessions of ‘‘ barrister ’’ and “‘ solicitor ’’ are distinct, but the 
same person may become a member of each. Indeed, very 
often two members of a legal firm are qualified barrister and 
solicitor respectively. 


Covenants in Leases and the Housing Shortage. 
Ir 1s singular that in the present dearth of housing accom- 
modation it should be possible for a lease to be forfeited under 
the circumstances appearing in Berton v. London and Counties 
House, &c., Co. (Limited) (Times, 19th inst.). The plaintiffs 
are the Governors of Alleyn’s College, Dulwich, and 
a lease from them of a house at Dulwich contained 
a covenant by the lessee to use the premises as a 
private dwelling-house only, and to do nothing to 
cause injury «nd annoyance to the lessors and _ their 
tenants. The lease became vested in the defendants, and they 
had let the house in tenements to a number of working-class 
families. The action was to recover possession for breach of 
covenant. Row.att, J., gave judgment against the defen- 
dant lessees on thé ground of annoyance, and also that the 
premises were not being used as a private dwelling-house only. 
The latter ground seems at least questionable, for each occupy- 
ing family seems to have used’ their share as a dwelling only, 
and in regard to annoyance, it would have been reasonable to 
take present conditions into account. Certain facilities for 
the conversion of houses into tenements are given by section 
27 of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act., 1919, but these 
depend on application to the county court, and since that Act, 
the housing difficulty appears to have been steadily getting 
worse, and under existing financial circumstances there is 
little chance of improvement. The present case does not seem 
so clear as Day v. Waldron (63 Soticrtors’ JournaL, 497 ; 88 
L. J. K. B. 937), where a covenant against alteration had been 
broken by the conversion of a house into flats, and stay of 
execution was granted with a view to an appeal ; so the matter 
may go further. Meanwhile, the Government seem unable to 
produce their new Rent Restriction Bill, the ee ae 
apparently, that they cannot make up their minds about in- 


cluding shops and offices. We venture to suggest that there 
should be a suspension of all provisions in leases which prevent 
the existing accommodation being made available for those 


who most require it. 
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Railway Passengers’ Luggage. 


It is common knowledge that sections 1 and 2 of the Raii- 
way and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, impose on the statutory 
undertakings of any railway an obligation to offer ‘‘ reason- 
able facilities ’’ for the carriage of their passengers’ luggage. 
In addition, the Private Act of each undertaking contains a 
common form clause which provides that the company must 
carry the ‘‘ordinary’’ or ‘‘ personal luggage ’’ of their pas- 
sengers up to a certain weight. Sometimes railways attempt 
to impose on passengers, as a condition of their responsibility, 
the duty of “‘ booking ’’ the luggage; but bye-laws in this 
sense have been held invalid; Wiliams v. Great Western 
Railway Vo, (1854, 10 Exch. 15). Of course, a company may 
run an excursion train, at a low fare, under special conditions, 
and one of these may prohibit a charge for passengers’ 
luggage (Rumsey v. N.E. Ry. Co., 1863, 8 L. T. 666); but, 
alas, excursion trains at low fares may probably be regarded 
as now as extinct as the Dodo, Great Auk, or the Bronto- 
saurus—which even Dr. CHatmers MitcHetu has not suc- 
ceeded in discovering on his gallant, but ill-fated air journey 
from Cairo to Cape. When a company refuses to carry pas- 
sengers’ personal luggage an action will lie against it: Macrow 
v. Great Western Ry. Co. (1871, L. R. 6 Q. B. 612). 

As regards amount of luggage, the provisions of different 
Private Acts are not absolutely uniform, but the best modern 
practice in pre-war days allowed 150 lbs. for first class, 120 
for second, and 100 for third class passengers. It should be 
noted that where several persons travel together they have the 
privilege of ‘‘ aggregating ’’ their luggage; i.¢., if six persons 
produce six third class ‘tickets, these tickets will cover 
600 pounds weight of luggage, although one person may 
possess 400 pounds weight and the others only 50 pounds 
each: Great Northern Ry. Co. v. Sh. pherd (1852, 8 Ex. 30). 
But, of course, this privilege is confined to parties which form 
one genuine common entity, such as a family, or a school, or 
a mess; three persons casually meeting in the same carriage, 
but going to the same destination, will not be entitled to 
claim ‘‘ aggregation ’’ for the benefit of one of their members. 
It is easy to see that nice questions as to when a group of 
persons is an ‘‘ entity ’’ for this purpose may easily arise. It 
suggests the old metaphysical problem: is virtue ‘‘one’’ or 


«e 9 


many 

Railway companies, curiously enough, owe a higher duty of 
care towards the passenger’s luggage than they do towards 
the safety of his person. As regards the latter, their only 
due is to take ‘‘ reasonable care’’; it is trite law that they 
are not liable for loss due to latent defects which could not 
have been discovered with reasonable diligence, when the 
resulting injury is suffered only by the passenger himself. 
But they are common carriers of goods, and as such are under 
a duty of ensuring their safety, in the absence of a special 
bargain to the contrary, so that they are liable for loss of 
luggage due to a latent defect not imputable to them: 
Munster v. South Bastern Ry. Co. (1858, 4 C. B. N. 8. 676). 
Of course, here again, in the case of excursion trains, and 
other special facilities at reduced rates (¢.g., in the case of 
season tickets), the company may make a special contract, 
limiting that liability, and in fact this is nearly always done. 
And, of course, it is unnecessary to point out that the Carriers 
Act restricts this liability in the case of goods exceeding ten 
pounds in value, unless the value has been declared and an 
extra charge paid. But the special limitations of the Carriers 
Act are a large subject in themselves, which we do not pro- 








of the journey ’’: Macrow v. Great Western Ry. Co. (1871, 
L. R. 6 Q. B. 612). The first of those principles renders it a 
| question of law for the court what articles can be, or can never 
be “‘ personal luggage ’’ ; the second leaves it a question of fact 
whether, in the case of any particular journey, articles not nor- 
mally *‘ personal luggage ’’ possess that status for the purpose 
of the particular journey. Generally speaking, the great 
leading rule to be discovered in the cases is that “‘ articles of 
merchandise ’’ are not personal luggage; nor are even articles 
of ordinary use when, in fact, carried for hire or sale or 
otherwise on business. The luggage must consist of articles 
which the passenger would naturally take with him on a 
journey, preferably for his own use, although this is not 
absolutely essential: Hudson v. Midland Ry. Co. (1869, L. R. 
4 Q. B. 366). In the case just quoted, the Court refused to 
treat as a child’s personal luggage a rocking-horse 44 inches 
long. This is one of those matters which lady judges—in the 
evil days to come, when the Lord Chancellor sets them up 
to rule over and be judges in Israel—may not see quite eye to 
eye with their male colleagues, 

It is interesting to note some articles which have been 
excluded. Documents a solicitor is taking to Court, or money 
he is taking to settle a suit, are not his personal luggage: 
Phelps v. London and N.W. Ry. Co. (1865, 19 C. B. N. 8. 
32). <A barrister would, therefore, do well to bring his brief 
in a bag, and not to carry his robes in the professional tell-tale 
blue or red silk bag; for if he does, the myrmidons of Sir 
Eric Geppes may claim from him one and twopence! Bed- 
clothing for household use is also excluded, but a rug and 
pillow for use on the journey itself are personal luggage: 
Macrow v. Great Western Ry. Co. (supra). But personal 
luggage has been declared to include ‘‘ not only all articles of 
apparel, but the guncase or the fishing apparatus of the 
sportsman, the easel of the artist on a sketching tour, or the 
book of the student, or other articles of an analogous character, 
the use of which is personal to the traveller and the taking of 
which has arisen from the fact of his journeying’’: Macrow v. 
Great Western Ry. Co. (supra). Of course, these remarks are 
not much better than oditer dicta; illustrations in a judgment 
of the principle it involves are always of this somewhat 
dubious value. It has, unfortunately, been held that a pas- 
senger’s bicycle, intended for his own use, and therefore 
ejusdem generis with most of the articles just enumerated, is 
not personal luggage, and therefore is chargeable: Britten v. 
Great Northern Ry. Co. (1898, 1 Q. B. 243). And in a county 
court case, which we referred to recently (ante, p. 370), it was 
decided that the passenger’s own typewriter, intended for his 
personal use, was not personal luggage. 

Probably the correct view is that ‘‘ personal luggage ’’ is an 
elastic term which may change in meaning with the changing 
circumstances of the day. The “ habits and wants”’ of 
passengers change from generation to generation. Twenty-two 
years ago bicycles were still comparative novelties: to-day 
everybody rides one. It may be, then, that a Court of the 
present day would view a bicycle in a different light from 
the King’s Bench judges in the day of Britten’s case (supra). 
On the whole, it would seem desirable that the Minister of 
Transport should exercise his statutory power by declaring 
what articles are ‘‘ personal luggage’’ and what are not. This, 
of course, would only apply to those railways over which he 
has statutory control; but the others would, no doubt, adopt 
his view. 


“é 





The Corporation of London have, says the Times, decided to fill 
the vacant office of Comptroller, the duties of which during the greater 





pose to discuss here. 


Now, what is the nature of this ‘‘ 


ordinary ’’ or ‘‘ personal ’’- 


luggage which the passenger is entitled to take without extra | 
charge? It has been decided that such luggage must be | 
determined by considering ‘‘ the general habits and wants of | 
mankind ’’: Phelps v. London and N.W. Ry. Co. (1865, 19 
C. B. N. 8. 32). It must, furthermore, be determined ‘‘ with 
reference to the immediate necessities of the ultimate purpose ! 


part of the war were ¢ischarged by the City Solicitor. e office is 
very ancient, having been in existence before the reign of Edward I. 
In modern times its holder has the conveyancing business of the Cor- 
poration, and the custody and care of title deeds, leases, plans, &c., 
connected with City and Bridge House property. The salary is to be 
£1,500 per annum, and the age of candidates, who must be solicitors, 
must not exceed forty-seven. The Officers and Clerks’ Committee will 
select five candidates, from among whom the final choice will be made 
by the Court of Common Councilmen. 
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Reviews. 
Building Societies. 


Tue Law Revatixne to Buriprme Socreties. By Eowarp ALBERT 
Woertzsure, Barrister-at-Law. Fifth Edition Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 20s 

Mr. Wurtzburg has made the subject of building societies his 
own, and we are glad to see the results of his later experience and 
research introduced in a fifth edition of his well-known book. In 
view of the extension of building societies to the Dominions, and 
the growth there of case-law based on the English authorities, he 
has usefully incorporated the relevant cases in the Dominion Reports 
as well as the later English decisions, and the date of every case 
cited is now given. In general, when the practitioner has to dea) 
with building societies, it is not necessary to go back beyond the 
Building Societies Act, 1874; but occasionally a reference has to 
be made to the Act of 1836, and the early part of Chapter IT. shows 
how the change from the earlier Act to incorporation under the 
later Act was made. The Act of 1874 has been amended several 
times—notably by the Act of 1894—and it would be convenient if 
all the Acts were now consolidated. 

Building societies are in fact finance societies providing the 
means for their members to build or own houses, and their func 
tions consist in borrowing and lending money. The borrowing by 
a society must be within the limits authorized by the Act of 1874, 
and where this limit is exceeded the lender will probably only 
obtain repayment where he can show that other creditors have been 
paid out of his money, or where he can still trace his money in the 
society’s assets. To the authority of Blackburn Building Society 
v. Cunliffe, Brooks & Co. (1884, 9 App. Cas. 857) on this doctrine, 
and of Re Wrerham, Mold and Connah’s Quay Railway (1898, 2 Ch. 
662), there is now added the Birkbeck Building Society's case 
Sinclair v. Brougham (1914, A. C. 398) nd Mr Wurtzburg quotes 
at length from the judgment of Lord Parker in that case. The 
subject of mortgages to building societies is dealt with in Chapter 
VIITI., and while in general the ordinary law of mortgage applies 
in such cases, there may be special considerations arising from the 
constitution of the society—where, for instance, it is a terminating 
society. The authorities relating to working ont the rights of the 
society on sale or redemption are very conveniently collected and 
explained, and in view of the proposals as to the discharge of 
mortgages generally by indorsed receipt contained in the Real 
Property Bill, it is interesting to refer to the corresponding law 
as to building societies’ mortgages as expounded by Mr. Wurtzburg 
The practitioner wil’ find this new edition very helpful. 


Books of the Week. 


_Jurisprudence.-—Jurisprudence. By Sir Jonn Satmonn, 
Solicitor-General for New Zealand. Sixth Edition. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 20s. net. 


Equity —Commentaries on Equity Jurisprudence. By the Hon. 
Mr. Justice Story, LL.D. Third English Edition. By A. F. 
RaNDALL,  Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
37s. 6d. net. 


Parliament.—Parliamentary Pocket Book. Sir WrtuiaM 
Butu’s New Guide Book to the Houses of Parliament. Butterworth 
& Co. 2s. 6d. net. 

Ministry of Health.—The Place of Public Opinion in 
Preventive Medicine. By Sir Grorce Newman, K.C.B., M.D., 
F.R.C.P. Ministry of Health. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL (on behalf of His Majesty) » DE KEYSER’S 
ROYAL HOTEL (LIM.). Ist, 2nd, 4th, 5th, 8th and 9th March : 
10th April. 

ConstrruTionaL LAw—WaAR—Derence oF THE REALM—REQUISITION BY 
Crown rrom Svussecr or LAND AND BurLpincs—Horet Usep ror 
ADMINISTRATIVE PuRPOsES—RoyAL PrRerocative—RuiGntT or Svupsect 
To CompEeNnsATION—CLAIm™ By PETITION of RicutT—Derence Act, 1842 
(5 & 6 Vicr. c. 94)—Derence or tHe Reatm (Consortpation) Act, 
1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 8), Ann ReGuiations THEREUNDER 
The Army Council, having requisitioned and taken possession of cer. 

tain hotel premises, and used them for administrative purposes con- 

nected with the war, and the owners, in the absence of any agreement 
for the payment of rent, having claimed by petition of right full com- 
pensation thirefor, the Crown contended that possession having heen 





{ taken by virtue of the Royal prerogative at a time of national emer- 


gency, or under the Defence of the Realm Act, 1914, and the Regula- 
tions thereunder, the owners had no right to the payment of any com- 
pensation except such as might be awarded ex gratia, 

Held, dismissing the appedl by the Crown, that the Royal prerogative 
had become meraed in the statute law of the realm, and the Crown was 
ot entitled as of right t e and occupy any lands, buildings and 
premises of subjects required for administrative purposes tn connection 
with the defence of the realm for an indefinite period without any 
obligation to make mpensation jor such use and occupation, and, 
further, that the proper procedure waa by petition of right 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 63 Soxictrors’ JOURNAL, 
445: 1919, 2 Ch. 197) affirmed. 

Re a Petition of Right ) Sorrerrors’ Journar. 665; 1915, 3 A. B 
649) distinguished 

Appeal by the Crown from an order of the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Swinfen Eady, M.R., and Warrington, LJ.—Duke, L.J., dissenteente) 
reversing an order of Peterson, I by whom the petition of right, 
presented by the now respondent company, was dismissed. In fo16 
the hotel company, then being managed by Mr. Whinney as the receiver 
for the debenture-holders, was approached by the War Office authori- 
ties with a view of acquiring, for the continuance of the war, the hotel 
which is situated on the Thames Embankment, Mr. Whinney agreed 
to hand over the hotel, but stipulated that the company should be paid 
a rent during the occupation and a reasonable sum for redecorating the 
premises. No agreement as to the rent was in fact come to when, in 
May, the premises were handed over and the Government entered into 
possession, changing the name of the premises to Adastrial House. No 
rent berng forthcutning, these proceedings by petition of right were 
instituted The suppliants asked for a declaration that they were 
entitled to a payment of an annual rent so long as their premises were 
occupied by the War Office, and for the payment of £13,520 for occu 
pation of the premises from 8th May, 1916, to 14th February, 1917, 
when the petition was presented. The Crown asked that the petition 
should be dismissed, upon the gr und that during the war the Kin 
coukl take the property of any subject required for the successful carry 
ing on of the war without incurring any liability to pay any com 
pensation. It was also contended that any sum which might be paid 
was such a sum only as the Losses Commissioners should decide repre 
sented the direct money loss suffered by the company by reason of the 
premises having been taken over for a time by the Government, and 
that any sum so found due would be paid as an act of grace This was 
disputed by the company. They claimed that the premises were taken 
ver under an agreement which created the relationship of landlord and 
tenant. Rent had not been paid, and they were entitled to sue for the 
payment of rent so long as the tenancy continued. The proceedings, 
being against the Crown, had to be brought by petition of right. They 
contended that in such a case the Losses Commissioners had no jurisdic 
tion, and they were not going to accept any sum that body chose to 
award them. Peterson. J., considered himself bound by the Shoreham 
case. re norted euh nom. in Pe a Petition of Right of X& (1915, 3 K. B. 
649), and gave judgment for the Crown The Court of Appeal, by a 
maiority. reversed that decision, holding that the Crown was not 
cupy any lands, buildings or premises 


entitled as of right to use and o 
nnecion with the 


) ubiects required for administrative purposes i 
defence of the realm for an indefinite pe-iod without any obligation 
to make compensation for the same The Crown appealed After 
consideration their lordships dismissed the appeal 


Lord Drewneprn. in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said he 
should mention. in order to put it on one side, the respondents’ argu- 
ment that the Crown should pay a reasonable sum for the use and 
eunation of the premises, upon the ground of an implied contract, 


the entrv of the Crown to the premises having been permitted by Mr 
Whinney, the receiver, and taken by the Crown in virtue of the 
receiver's permission. He thought there was, on the facts, no such 
assent. The Crown took as a right, basing that right specifically on 
the Defence of the Realm Act. The receiver did not offer physical 
resistance to the taking, and was confent to facilitate it He emphati 


e clear not t} } maintained that 


ally reserved his rights and votice th ‘ 
the Crown was wrot Now. that t} tof taking bythe Crown was in 
iteelf lecal was necessarily admitted by both sides. It was the basis of 
the case for the Crown, who said that they took under the Defence of 
the Realm Act. and in argument thev added that, whether that was so 
or not. thev took de facto and could justify that taking under the 

of the nrerogative It had me lv to he admitted by the 
itself was purelv illecal, then it would 
en. who could not commit a wrong, 


ean 


nowers cessarit 


company. for if the taking ir 
he a tort not committed by the Cro 
hut by the officers of the Crown. and a petition of right would not lie 
The question in the case was therefore nar ved down to one point 
lv_the Crown. having lecallv taken ic it bound to pav compensa- 
tion ex leae or was the offer to nay ompensation ¢27 gratia, as that 
he fixed by the Tease Commissior 1 sufficient 
for and an answer to all demands? There was the letter of Ist Mev 
chich shewed that the War Office proposed to take possession of the 
tel under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, but in the argument 
the court below and in this House the taking } 1 heen inatified 
and thera had heen a very exhans 
‘ + ° 


oempensation might 


he the nower of prerogative alone 
tne af the 


ve citation of thorities on the e f +} : 
nrerogative. He did not think it necessary to examine and comment 
+} varions case ited The foundat y)« f the né f, wed 
‘eawn were to be fonnd in the concessions made in the «per ch of Mr. 
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St. John in Hampden's case (3 How. St. Trials, 826) and in the opinion 
of the consulted judges in the Saltpetre case (12 Co. Rep. 12). The 
at most laid down that the King, as suprema potestas, endowed wit 
the right and duty of protecting une realm, was for the purpose of the 
defence of the realm in times of danger entitled to take any man’s 
property, and the texts give no certain sound as to whether this 
right to take was accompanied by an obligation to make compensation 
to him whose property was His lordsliip then referred to 
the authorities dealt with by Lord Swinfen Eady in his judgment prior 
to 1785, then from 1788 to 1798, and thirdly subsequent to 1798. In 
his opinion, the Shoreham case (1915, 3 K. B. 649) was distinguishable 
from the present case, as the premises here were only required for 
aiministrative purposes. He thought it was quite clear that the Crown 


acquired the respondents’ premises under the powers given by the | 
Defence Acts of 1842 and 1914, and it was impossible to say that the | 


whole field of the prerogative ir the matter of the acquisition of land 


or rights therein was not covered by the earlier of those Acts. He | 


referred to statutes connected with the exercise of the prerogative, and 
provision of compensation in certain cases (38 Geo. 3, c. 27; 44 Geo. 3, 
c. 95), and the Defence Act of 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 94); he came to 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Act of 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 8), 
the Act under the powers of which the Crown professed to take. He 
thought that the Defence Act of 1914 must be looked at in view of 
the law as it stood previous to it passing. It was clear that under the 
Act the taking possession of the hotel was warranted, but there was no 
necessity for the public safety or the Defence of the Realm that pay- 
ment should not be made, such payment being on the hypothesis that 
it was a necessary concomitant to taking. The very structure of the 
1842 Act pointed the same way. The other point was as to the remedy, 
and, in his opinion, a petition of right would lie. It did no more and 
no less than allow the subject in such cases to sue the Crown. On the 
whole matter he was of opinion that the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal was right, and ought to be affirmed, and the appeal dismissed, 
with costs. 

Lords ATKtnson, Movtton, SuMNER and PARMOOR read judgments to 
the like effect.—Counser, for the Crown, Sir Gordon Hewart, A.-G., 
Sir Ernest Pollock, 8.-G., C. F. Lowenthal, Austen Cartmell, and 
Branson; for the company, Sir John Simon, K.C., Leslie Scott, K.C., 
and W. Copping. Sottcrrors, Treasury Solicitor; Miller & Smiths. 

[Reported by Ensxine Retp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


ROBBINS v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. No. }. 
25th and 26th March; 22nd April. 
Revenve—Excess Proritrs Duty—‘‘ TrRape or Business ’’—EmpLoy- 
MENT—COMMISSION AGENT—WHoOLE-TIMEe SERVANT OF ForEIGN Cor- 
PORATION—SALES Manacern—Frnanceu (No. 2) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 
5, c. 59), ss. 38, 39, 45, Scnepute 4. 


A person was appointed general sales agent for the United Kingdom 
by an American company manufacturing calculating machines. He was 
remunerated by commission on sales, with a guaranteed minimum, and 
was bound to devote the whole of his time to furthering the sale of 
the machines and the business of the company, 

Held, that he was not carrying on any trade or business which ren- 
dered him liable to excess profits duty, the business in which he was 
engaged not being his own, but that of his employers, the company. 


Appeal by the Crown from a decision of Rowlatt, J. (reported 1920, 
1 K. B. 51), on @ question of assessment vo excess profits duty. The 
respondent Robbins appealed against an assessment of £1,593 made on 
him by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to excess profits duty 
- for the year ending 3lst March, 1916. By an agreement made on 8th 
April, 1913, between Robbins and the Felt and Jarrant Manufacturing 
Company, of Chicago, the company (in whose service the respondent had 
been for some years) appointed Robbins their exclusive sales agent for 
the sale of their calculating machines, or ‘‘ comptometers,”’ in the 
United Kingdom, upon terms of receiving 3 per cent. commission on 
the sale of each comptometer. The contract was very long and com- 
plicated, but by clause 3 the respondent was to give his whole time 
exclusively to energetically and industriously pushing the sale of comp- 
tometers in the territory. The company guaranteed him an income of 
£50 a month while the contract was in force, originally a period of four 
teen months, but automatically extended under the contract. The re- 
spondent had to pay all moneys received from sales into a London 
bank to the credit of the company, and he could not draw on this 
account, only on a separate account opened in his name. He had to 
rent an office in fale and maintain an office staff and branch offices 
and salesmen in the country. He opened offices in Kings- 
way as general sales agent for the company, a title afterwards 
altered to general sales manager. Rowlatt, J., discharged the assess- 
ment, and the Commissioners appealed. Section 39 of the Finance (No. 
2) Act, 1915, is as follows :—‘ the trades and businesses to which this 
part of the Act applies are all trades or businesses (whether continuously 
carried on or not) of any description carried on in the United Kingdom, 
or owned or carried on in any other place by persons ordinarily resident 
in the United Kingdom, excepting (a) husbandry in the United King. 
dom; and (b) offices or employments; and (c) any profession the profits 
of which are dependent mainly on the personal qualifications of the 
person by whom the profession is carried on, and in which no capital 
expenditure is required, or only capital expenditure of a comparatively 











small amount, but including the business of any person taking commis. 
sions in respect of any transactions or services rendered, and of any 
agent of any description (not being a commercial traveller, or an agent 
whose remuneration consists wholly of a fixed and definite sum not 
depending on the amount of business done or any other contingency). 
Cur. adv, vult. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Srernpate, M.R., having read sections 38 (1) and 39 of the 
Act of 1915, proceeded : It would seem to follow that, as certain offices 
or employments were excepted from the operation of the section, some 
offices or employments might otherwise be trades or businesses within 
the section. It seemed clear that any business, to be within the sec. 
tion, must be that of the person carrying on the business. It did not 
include a person wholly or partially remunerated by commission if he 
were employed in the business of some other person. The inclusive 
clause of section 39 still rested on the business of the man who held 
the office. Nobody could say that a man remunerated by commission 
was carrying on a business of his own. Another instance of a man 
who might be remunerated by commission was the manager of a mul- 
tiple shop; he was an assistant in carrying on the business of the 
owners of the shop. Rowlatt, J., said (1920, 1 K. B., at p. 70): “ ‘The 
expression ‘ trade or business,’ as used in the Act, cannot refer to the 
occupation of a whole-time servant, but must refer to the occupation 
of a man who carries on some business which is his own independent 
business, although it may include some office or employment involving 
@ payment by commission in respect of transactions or services ren- 
dered."’ That left only the question, Was the respondent a whole-time 
servant’? The cases of Burt v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1919, 
2 K. B. 650) and Radcliffe v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1919, 
unreported) were instances of a man carrying on @ business which was 
his own business. In order to see whether the respondent was a whole- 
time servant, the Court had to examine the agreement under which he 
was employed. The agreement was nearly as clear as the section— 
that was, nearly as obscure. It began as if it were the appointment of 
a whole-time servant. The employer agreed to pay the rent and ex- 
penses of an office in London, and the National Insurance contributions 
for sub-agents. The respondent had to give his whole time to pushing 
the sale of comptometers in the territory in question. He had to pay 
the proceeds of sale into an account at tae London Joint Stock Bank, on 
which he had no authority to draw at all. He must sell the goods at 
certain fixed prices. He (his lordship) would not say there might not 
be a business of a person remunerated by commission for his services, 
but it was a very strong factor in coming to the conclusion that a man 
was a servant, that he had to give his whole time to his employer. 
So far as an employer on the other side of the Atlantic could do so, 
the company stipulated that Robbins should conform to his employers’ 
instructions. Although the agreement was not absolutely clear, his 
lordship thought that the respondent was a whole-time servant acting 
as an assistant to carry on his employers’ business, and not carrying ou 
his own business at all. Rowlatt, J., laid some stress on the fourth 
Schedule, Part I., clause 5, containing a prohibition of deduction of in 
creased remuneration, but it did not appear to have much bearing on 
the matter. A man who was a manager only was not a person intended 
to be taxed under that Act. The object of the clause was to prevent 
evasion of payment of excess profits duty by calling a man who was 
really the receiver of the profits of the business a managing director. 
The appeal, therefore, should be dismissed with costs. 

Warrincton and Scrutton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the latter remarking that the latter inclusive words of section 39 
included not a person, but the business of a person.—CounseL, Sir 
Ernest Pollock, 8.-G., T. H. Parr, and Reginald Hills; A. M. Latter 
and Aronson. Soutcrrors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue; Fraser ¢- 
Christian. 

[Reported by H. Lanororp Lewis, Barrieterat-Law.} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WILSON AND SCOTTISH INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIM.). 
Astbury, J. 22nad April. 


INSURANCE—Fire—MoToR-CAR—STATEMENT OF Present VaLue—Re 
NEWAL—Iptiep RE-STATEMENT OF VALUE—SUBSEQUENT OR PRIoR IN 
CREASE IN VaLUE—LAABILITY. 

Where an owner insured a motor-car in November, 1915, and placed 
the figure £250 against the item “‘ estimate of present value’ and re- 
newed at the same premium for the next three years each November, 
dnd the car was ultimately destroyed by fire in 1919 and £500 claimed, 
1t was held (1) that there was an implied re-statement of value when 
the policy was last renewed, (2) that accordingly the owner was only 
entitled to recover if the increase in value had wholly accrued since 
the date of the last renewal. 

Pim v. Reid (1843, 6 M. & Gr. 1) applied. 

This was a special case, stated and filed on 10th March. The facts 
were as follows: In November, 1915, Wilson bought a new motor-car 
for £250, and signed a proposal form to insure it (inter alia) against 
‘damage to or loss of car (up to full value).”” Particulars included 
proposer's estimate of present value, and against this he placed the 
sum of £250. A table of rates was appended, with this provision : 
“Cars not exceeding 25-h.-p. (Treasury rating) the maker's catalogue 
price of which was not more than . . . £250, with accessories, can 
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be accepted at a premium of £8 15s., and this was the premium 
adopted and a policy granted in accordance therewith to indemnify the 
ensured for twelve months from that date ‘* to an amount not exceed 
ing the full value of the car Condition nine thereof provided for 
renewal on the payment of an annual premium, but gave the directors 
the right to decline to renew The corporation had also the right to 
cancel the policy in certain events. There was also a reference to arbi 
tration of questions of liability. The policy was duly renewed in 1916, 
1917, 1918 at the same premium of £8 15s. In June, 1919, the car was 
completely destroyed by fire, and the insured claimed £500, the then 
full value thereof. The Corporation admitted liability for £250. The 
matter was arbitrated, and the arbitrator found the value of the car 
at the date of its destruction to be £400, and made his award in the 
form of a special case, stating as his own view that the ‘ full value 
was limited to £250. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: There is no decision 
directly applicable, but I think that on renewing the policy on 8th 
November, 1918, the insured must be deemed to have continued or re 
peated his estimate of present value at £250. The actual decision in 
Pim v. Reid (supra) is not in point, but Cresswell, J., says : ‘‘ No fresh 
proposal appears, therefore, to be expressly required on either side at 
the end of the first year, but it may then be very material for the com 
pany to know of any change in the extent of the risk to enable them t 
determine whether or not they will, continue the insurance.’ In the 
present case it is clear that the insured obtained his policy on a pro 
posal stating the estimated value at £250. True. he said “‘ present 
value,”” but it is equally clear that if on a subsequent renewal he had 
informed the corporation that the value was £400 the premium would 
have been increased or the renewal refused. Now there is no evidence 
of the value at the last renewal on 8th November, 1918, and it is there 
fore impossible to determine whether the insured was entitled to more 
than £250 owing to the increase in value having wholly accrued since 
that date. Probably it had partly increased before then. The case 
must therefore go k to the arbitrator to determine whether the 
increase in value had wholly accrued since the date of the last renewal 
If so, the insured was entitled to recover the ful' value, £400, and the 
costs of the arbitration award and this hearing. If, on the other hand. 
the car was worth more than £250 at the last renewal the insured 
can only recover £250 and must pay the above costs.—Counser, 2. M. 
Pattisson: H. D. Samuels, Soxicrtors, King, Wigq, d Brightman, for 
Proud, Robinson, d- Roddam, Bishop Auckland; William Charles 
Crocker, for Millons d: Newcombe, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

[Reported by Lronanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


_ Correction.—In Re Gunshourg, reported in last week's issue, Messrs 
Carter & Bell acted for the Trustee 


New Orders, &c. 


Board of Trade Order. 


ORDER OF THE BOARD OF TRADE UNDER THE PROFITEER 
ING ACTS, 1919 (9 & 10 GEO. 5) (CH. 66 & CH. 87 

Whereas section 1 of the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, Oh. 66), 
provides that the Act may be applied by Order of the Board of Trade 
to any article or class of articles declared by the Order to be one or 
one of a kind in common use by the public, or being material, machinery 
or accessories used in the production of such articles, but that the 
Ast shall not apply to any articles which are from time to time declared 
to be controlled articles. 

Now, therefore. the Board of Trade do hereby declare that the articles 
or class of articles set out in the schedule annexed hereto are articles 
of a kind in common use by the public, and are articles which are not 
controlled. and do hereby order that the Profiteering Acte, 1919 (9 & 10 
Geo. 5, Ch. 66 & Ch. 87), shall apply to each article of food specially 
mentioned in the schedule hereto. 

This Order shall come into force as from the 14th day of May, 1920, 
and may be cited as the (Profiteering Acts, 1919, Order (No. 6). 


Ist May. 
SCHEDULE. 
The following articles of food (included in this schedule by agreement 
with the Food Controller) :— . 
37. Milk (Fresh. Dried, Condensed 
38. Margarine. 
W. Maize 








[@azette, 18th May 


Ministry of Health Order. 


GENERAL HOUSING MEMORANDUM No. 28. 
MODEL FORM OF CONTRACT, No. 1. 


1. The Model Form of Contract for lump sum prices (D. 88) issued in 
September, 1919, for the guidance of local authorities and public utility 
societies in connection with contracts for State-aided housing schemes, 
has been revised, and three copies of the revised forms are enclosed 
with this memorandum. This revised form of contract (D. 88a) should 
he used in place of the original form, which has been withdrawn. 

2. The Ministry desire to draw particular attention to the following 
points :— 

(a) A new clause as to wages and hours and other conditions of 








labour has been adopted in view of the alterations in the Wages 
(Temporary Regulation) Acts brought about by the Industrial 
Courts Act, 1919 
5) The provision for adjustment of the contract price in the 
ent of alterations in rates of wages and cost of materials after 
deliverv of the Contractor's tender nas been extended so as to 
ule that the contractor shall be reimbursed any actual out-of 
pocket. expenses which he has reasonably incurred by reason of and 
n relation to such alterations 
With regard to any additional payments for workmen's compensation 
nsurance consequent. upon increased wages, the allowance to the con 
tractor should not exceed the charges made by the Accident Assocation 
Offices 
Under the original form of contract, the contractor was re 
. schedule of prices showing the rates of labour 
and pt of materials ruling at. the date of the tender This 
schedule of prices is not required under the re vised form of contract 
though a contractor may if he wish deposit such schedule with 
the employer as evidence of the prices believed by him to be cur- 
ent at the date of the tender For the purpose of any adjustment 
of the contract price in consequence of alterations in current rates 
of wages or prices of materials, the contractor will be required to 
furnish evidence as to the actual rates and prices paid, and in * 
eveat of any question or dispute whether any alteration has taken 
place, or as to the extent, if any, by which euch alteration should 
affect the contract price, the matter is to be referred to the Minister 
of Health for determinatior 
Ministry of Health, Whitehall, S8.W. 1, May, 1920 
We have received with thix Memorandum the Revised Model Form 
* Tender and Contr ’ 


to turnist 





Societies. 
Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund. 
(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1916.) 
Che following donations, which, with those already acknowledged, 


bring the amount of the fund up to a sum of £44,572 19s., have been 


received or promised, 
Amounts received from country solicitors are so marked; the 


remainder are from London solicators, 


Freshfields & Leese 
Banks, Newell, Ellis, & Co., Bradford 
H. B. Ratcliff, Bradford 
Leadbitter & Harvey, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Morgan & Co., Bradford 
R. N. Rhodes, Hall, & Ashworth, Bradford 
A Sussex Solicitor _ 
Smith, Lyde, & Parkhouse, Birmingham 
Moore & Shepherd, Bradford 
N. N. Lee, Bradford 
A. V. Hammond, Bradford 
H. E. W. Fox, Bradford 
H. M. Dawson, Bradford 
E. Cawthron, Bradford 
R. E. Weatherhead, Bradford 
T. A. Capron & Co., Grays, Essex 
E. Hind, Grays, Essex 
Farrer, Stead, Walker, & Cockcroft, Grays, Essex 
Louis Wise, Manchestgr 
F. Lawson Lewis, Lewes 
Goodall, Brown, & Willatt, Nottingham 
Lindo & Co ‘ 
H. J. Jeffery, Bradford 
E. C. Jeffery, Bradford 
T. K. Greenwood & Mackrell, Bradford 
Browning & Oliver, Bradford 
G. H. Blackburn, Bradford 
A. Beldon, Bradford 
R. C. Mande, Bradford 
J. H. Richardson & Son, Bradford 
W. F. W. Rhodes, Bradford 
W. E. Sharp, Bradford 
W. A. Whitley, Bradford 
J. C. F. Barfield 
J. G. Gunter, Bradford 
Heap & Heap, Bradford 
Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
H. New, Birmingham a 
W. TI. Crabtree, Bradford 
C. E. Thorp, Bradford 
Leonard J. Fulton (Legal Adviser to the Public 
Trustee) 
A. H. Ramsden Tagore 
A. J. Vaux 
E. Lee Michell, Wellington (Som.) 
F. H. Richardson, Bradford 
8S. Webb-Johnson, Simla, India ; 
Further donations to the Memorial Fund should be sent to the Clerk 
to the Trustees. Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund, Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2. 
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Union Society. 


The annual dinner of the Union Society of London was held on the 
16th inst. at the Connaught (Rooms. fe 

Sir Ernest Wild, K.C., M.P., in proposing the health of the bench, 
said it was a calamity that the jury system should continue to be eus- 
pended except in cases that were purely legal and commercial. By the 
indemnity Bill it was proposed to tear up Magna Charta altogether. 
If everybody in the country whose property had been requisitioned by 
the Government were to demand his pound of flesh it would cost the 
country £1,000,000,000. Parliament must do something to settle and 
lay down the principles on which compensation should be awarded, and 
the sooner “ Dora’’ was torn up the better it would be for the State. 

Mr. Justice Greer, replying, said, with regard to the admission of 
women into the jury-box, that the country had prospered on illogical 
compromises, and they might well have made one in this respect. The 
women he had talked with hated the idea of going on a jury, and the 
main objection on the part of the judges was that either party under 
the Act was able to apply for men or women jurors only. The judges 
thought it would have been wiser to leave it to the « hances of the ballot, 
when the jury would have been largely composed of men. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law So« iety’s Hail, Chancery-lane, on thé 13th inst., Mr. A. Copson 
Peake in the chair. The other directors present were :—Sir Richard 8 
Taylor, and Messrs. W. F. Cunliffe, T. 8. Curtis, W. E. Gillett, C. 
Gcddard, J. R. B. Gregory, L. W. North Hickley, R. W. Poole, H. H. 
Scott (Gloucester) and M. A. Tweedie 

£497 was distributed in the relief of deserving cases ; four new mem- 
bers were admitted, and other general business transacted. 





Lord Onslow’s Fiseerns Bill. 


Restrictive Legislation as a Means of Prevention of 
Crimes of Violence by Firearms, 


Dr. Waldo, the city coroner, in summing up to the jury, on the 7th 
inst., concerning the death of Noel Dupont, a bank clerk, who shot him- 
self in a taxi-cab at Southwark, said this was the fourth shooting case 
investigated by him during the past five days. Such crimes of violence 
followed us an aftermath of the war, and wer becoming increasingly 
Yrequent The first of this series of cases was that of a man who 
had murdered his wife in Friday-street, City, and who had then com- 
mitted /elo-de-se The second case was that of a stockbroker, who 
had killed himself at Austin Friars, City. In both these cases big 
Webley, Army, six-chambered revolvers had been illegally obtained 
and used. They were cayabde of firing a bullet through the bodies of 
six persons, and would carry a distance of 250 yards. In the case 
now before the jury, the weapon used was a quick-firing Browning 
pistol, said to have been lent to deceased by a friend who had obtained 
it from a Belgian prisoner. Deceased had bought ammunition—which 
was more difficult to purchase than pistols—by means of a licence given 
him at the War Office, on the plea of self protection Tor travelling in 
France and Egypt. Pistols had been illegally smuggled in large num- 
bers into this country from the battlefields abroad since demobilisa- 
tion, and, as Major Cowan, of the War Office, had told him, were 
commonly bartered and sold in public-houses in the East End. At the 
present time murderers, burglars, intending sui ides, lunatics, aliens 
and others could obtain firearms for their nefarious practices without 
licence, and with comparative ease 

As regards the law at present governing the matter, the Pistols Act 
was passed in 1903, owing largely to suggestions made by coroners. As 
he (the coroner) had pointed out on more than one occasion, one bad 
flaw in this Act was the faulty definition given of a pistol, which was 
wrongly judged by the length of barrel rather than by its lethal power 
to kill. Owing to this flaw boys had been able to purchase so-called 
‘toy pistols,’’ with which they had killed numerous unoffending persons 
in the public streets. In one of these cases that had come before him, 
the “‘ toy pistol "’ in question was proved by experiment to have sent 
a bullet through boards one inch and one and a half inches in thickness 
Under the Pistols Act it was necessary to show a gun licence before a 
pistol could legally be purchased. Since the war the Pistols Act had 
been superseded by the more stringent regulations made under the 
Defence of the Realm Act, and firearms and ammunition could at the 
present time be only obtained legally by special licence 

Happily, fresh legislation was now under consideration, in the shape 
of Lord Onslow’s Firearms Bill, which had recently passed its second 
reading and Committee stage in the House of Lords. This Bill was 
an admirable one, and likely to be of the greatest service in stopping 
the ease with which firearms can at the present time be obtained and 
made use of, to the danger to the public safety and to the peace. The 
Bill provides that every person who desires to purchase, possess, use 
or carry any lethal firearm or ammunition should hold a firearm certifi- 
cate. This to be issued by the chief officer of police if he is satisfied 
that the applicant is a person who has a good reason for requiring one, 
and is not of intemperate habits or unsound mind, or a person who 
has undergone a sentence for burglary, housebreaking, or other crime 





pee od 
of violence. The permits are to be operative for three years, unless 
previously revoked, and gun licences will still be necessary. 

A series of restrictions follow, which will compel registration of 
manufacturers and sellers, and the production of a certificate by the 
purchaser before the seller is allowed to hand over the firearms or 
ammunition. Moreover, a seller is bound to require the purchaser, if 
not known to him, to furnish particulars sufficient for identification, 
and to sign his name and address in a register, together with the date 
of sale. This part of the Bill is drawn much on the same lines as the 
Poisons Act, whereby the registered chemist is obliged to keep a book 
in which must be entered certain details, and the added signature of 
the purchaser before delivery of the poison. Such means have in the 
past led to the detection of many criminals, and there is no reason why 
the same thing should not follow in the wake of the Firearms Bill. 
The effect of the passing of the Bill should be to trace out a gun 
at all stages, from manufacture to sale and repair; and it is further 
proposed to prohibit anyone under the age of fourteen from buying, 
possessing, using or carrying any form of lethal firearm. 

Power, too. is given to a constable to demand the production of a 
certificate from a person whom he has reason to believe possesses, uses 
or carries a firearm; and if the same be not forthcoming the constable 
may apprehend him without warrant. 

The Bill will repeal the Pistols Act, 1903, and it is sought to bring 
it into operation on the first of September next. The coroner added 
that many of the suggestions made by him at inquests, and in his 
annnal reports during the past nineteen years, were covered by Lord 
Onslow’s excellent Bill, especially those made in the case of the un 
armed city police officers who were foully shot down and murdered 
by aliens in Houndsditch,City, the case of the newspaper man shot by 
a lunatic on leave from an asylum in Liverpool-street, and in the “ toy- 
pistol ’’ cases already referred to by him. 

The jury returned a verdict of suicide whilst of unsound mind, and 
added a rider declaring themselves to be unanimously in favour of the 
speedy passing and placing on the Statute Book of Lord Onslow’s Fire- 
arms Bill. 

The coroner said he would forward the rider to the proper authorities 





Capitalization of Profits. 


Vice-Chancellor R. B. Lawrence, K.C., says the Manchester Guardian, 
sitting in the Lancashire Chancery Court at Liverpool, on Monday, gave 
judgment in the friendly action of Greenall v. Peter Walker & Son, 
brewers, of Warrington and Burton-on-Trent. 

The purpose of the action was to restrain the company from treating as 
profits available for distribution among the ordinary shareholders the 
sum of £870,000, the aggregate of various reserve amounts set aside 
annually since 1890 in reduction of the value of goodwill. The plaintiff 
was Mr. Henry Greenall, a director of the company, with whom twe 
shareholders were associated. 7 

In a recent circular the directors had informed the shareholders that 
iithough it had been the policy of the company to write down the value 
of the goodwill from the profits earned, to provide for future possible 
depreciation, they were now advised that the goodwill, in fact, had 
never depreciated, and was to-day at least as good as in 1890, when it 
was put at £2,000,000. They, therefore, proposed to write up the good- 
will by £870,000, and to show this amoant as an asset, and that £750,000 
of this sum should be capitalized and distributed among the ordinary 
shareholders in the form of shares. 

The Vice-Chancellor said there was no legal objection to the directors 
carrying out the proposal. When it retained part of its profits for the 
purpose of meeting possible future depreciation, the company was doing 
what it was not bound to do, and need not therefore continue, and he 
could not find anything to show that the profits had thus been con 
verted into capital. It was competent for the company to write back 
the £870,000 to revenue or to deal with it under general reserve as 
applicable for distribution. Therefore the action failed and would he 
dismissed. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


Fina, EXAMINATION. 
Honours—Aprit, 1920. 
*.* The names of the Solicitors to whom the Candidates served under 
Articles of Clerkship follow the names of the Candidates. 
At the final examination of candidates for admission on the roll of 
solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Crass. 


Ernest Freperic Granam (Mr. Sidney Henry Graham, of Stoke-upon- 
Trent and Longton). 

Ronatp Cuartes Mactnrosn (Mr. Albert Charles Macintosh, of the 
firm of Messrs. Macintosh, Thomas & Co., of Cardiff). 

Reormatp Horwoop, LL.B. Liverpool (Mr. George Henry Hindley, of 
Liverpool). 
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Frank Antuor Jerrcoate (Mr. Walter Edwin Lester, of the firm of 

Messrs. Palmer & Lester, of Nuneaton). 

Ioan Ynyn Giynne (Mr. John Glynne Jones, of Bangor). 

Frep Wesster, B.A. Leeds (Sir Robert Eyes Fox, of Leeds). 

Joun Lassant Cottins, B.A. Oxon. (Mr. George Lissant Collins, of 
the firm of Messrs. Jackson & Co., cf Rochdale) 

Apert Georce Atiten (Mr. John Ingram Dawson, of the firm of 

Messrs. Dawson & Hicks, of Barnard Castle) 

Dove.sas StepHenson Branson, M.A. Oxon. (Mr. George Ernest Bran 
son, of the firm of Messrs. Branson & Son, of Sheffield). 
SEcoND CLASS. 

William Adams (Mr, Charles Alderson, of the firm of Messrs. 
Charles Alderson & Son, of Morpeth). 

Charles Ashton, M.A. Victoria (Mr. William Henry ‘Lyrer, of Wigan). 

Gilbert Lacy Barritt (Mr. Charles Lewis Harvey (deceased) and Mr. 
Henry Herbert Harvey, both of the firm of Messrs. H. H. Harvey & 
Son, of Spalding). 

Wynford Wilfred Ernest Barrow (Mr. Francis Garfield Bradford, ot 
the firm of Messrs. Rendall & Bradford; and Mr. Athelstan Rendall, 
M.P., of the firm of Messrs. Rendall & Co., both of Yeovil). 

Arnold Fielding Bates (Mr. Harold ‘Warters Jackson, LL.B., of the 
firm of Messrs. Jackson & Jackson, of Sheffield). 

John Albert Bower (Mr. James Charles Waddington, of Burnley 

Stanley Brayshay, B.A., LL.B. Leeds (Mr. William Brayshay 
(deceased), of the firm of Messrs. Brayshay & Calvert, of Ripon) 

Arthur James Briant (Mr. Edward Lionel Thornton Stilwell Free- 
land, of the firm of Messrs. Nicholson, Patterson, & f 

ndon 


Freeland, of 
Harold Ruthven Burrill (Mr. Charles Scriven, LL.B., of Messrs 
Peckover, Scriven, & Co., of Leeds) 

Geoffrey Peard Clarke (Mr. Charles Peard Clarke, of the firm of 
Messrs. C. P. Clarke & Co., of Taunton) 

Wilfrid Bairstow Clarkson, LL.B. Cantab. (Mr. James Nicholson 
Clarkson, of the firm of Messrs. Spencer, Clarkson & Co., of Keighley 

Kenneth James Davis (Mr. Graham James Davis, of the firm of 


Mears. Lee, Davis, & Lee, of London) 





William Reginald Gibson (Mr. James Fleck Burnicle, of the firm of | 


Messrs. Burnicle & Morton, of Sunderland). 

Eric Vernon Harrison (Mr. Lawrence Neville Holden, of the firm of 
Messrs. Holden & Wilson, of Lancaster) 

Laurence Haddon Heath (Mr. Wilfrid Thomas Hayward, of the firm 
of Messrs. Hayward, Hayward & Berry, of West Hartlepool) 

Edwin Savory Herbert, LL.B. London (Mr. George Alexander Mac 
donald, of the firm of Messrs. Macdonald & Stacey, of London) 

Ernest John Horniblow, LL.B. London (Mr. Henry Collins (deceased 
and Mr. Henry Jordan, M.A., B.C.L., hoth of the_firm of Messrs. H. & 
C. Collins, of Reading). 

Frank Horton (Mr. Henry Green Hope, M.A., of the firm of Messrs 
Jolliffe & Hope, of Chester) 

George Mihill Howard (Mr. Arthur Hollick Tickell, of the firm of 
Messrs, Guscotte, Wadham, Tickell & Co., of London) 

Edward Oiiver Jones (Mr. Thomas Latimer Jones and Mr. James 
Porter, both of the firm of Messrs. Porter, Amphlett & Co., of Conway) 

Fritz Hubert King (Mr. Herbert Harger Scott, LL.B., of the firm 
of Messrs. Scott, of Gloucester) 

Edmand Leach (Mr. Edwin Berry, of the firm of Messrs. Fdwin Berry 
& Co., of Liverpool) 

John Theobald Marshall (Mr. Cornelius Marshall (deceased), of Man 
chester). 

William Godwin Michelmore, LL.B. London (Mr. Henry William 
Michelmore, of the firm of Messrs. Mi helmores, of Exeter) 

Bernard Alleyne Murray (Mr. John Edward Corbould, of the firm of 
Messrs. Corbould, Rigby & Co., of London) 

Ptolemy Weston Pardy (Mr. Samuel Alford Butt, of the firm of 
Messrs. FE. C. Rawlings, Butt & Bowyer, of London) 

Mervyn Phippen Pugh (Mr. Frederick James Ratcliffe, of Reading). 

Arthur Kingsley Rutter (Mr. John Kingsley Rutter, of the firm of 
Messrs. Rutter & Rutter, of Shaftesbury) 

Frederick Oswald Skidmore (Mr. Edward Bagnall Thorneycroft (de 
ceased), of the firms of Messrs. Underhill, Thorneycroft & Co., and 
Measrs. Neve, Thorneycroft & Co., of Wolverhampton) 

Sydney Cooper Spink, LL.B. London (Mr. Grant McLean, of Brighton 
and London) 

Laurence Breton Terry (Mr. Thomas Oliver Lee, of the firm of Messrs 
Musgrove, Lee & Arthur Smith, of Birmingham) 

Alfred Gordon Watts (Mr. Ernest James Neale, of Brighton) 

Philip Creswell Wells (Mr. James Morgan (deceased) and Mr. James 
Hall. both of the firm of Messrs. James Morgan & Co., of Cardiff) 


Tuirp Crass. 

James Boham (Mr. Henry Chesmer Poulden Day. of the firm of 
Messrs. Davy & Wright, of Bristol). 

Simon Burns (Mr. Leopold Hyman Woolfe, of Grimsby and London 
and Mr. Harold Thomas Kearsey. of Grimsby) 

Joseph Harrison Calvert (Mr. Thomas Lamb, of the firms of Messrs 
Dennes, Lamb & Pearce Gonld. of London, and Messrs Dennes, Lamb 
& Drysdale. of Southend-on-Sea 

Harold Chadwick (Mr. William Johnston, J.P., 
William Johnston & Co., of Stockport) 

George Douglas Collis (Mr. Edward William Sholto Challinor (de- 


of the firm of Messrs 
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ceased} and Mr, Frederic Livingstone Dickson, of the firm of Mesars 
Challinors and Dickson, both of Hanley) 

Harold Heward Cooke (Mr. Richard Edward Cooke, of the firm of 
= = _ Cooke & Sons, of Luton, and Messrs Peacock & Goddard, of 
aondon)} 

Hartley Christopher Herbert Cracknell (Mr. Ernest Ramsay Taylor 
of the firm of Messrs. Hurford & Taylor, of London ‘ . 

Alec Cnarles Curtis (Mr. Henry Pomeroy, of ths 
Henry Pomeroy & Son, of Bristol). F 

James Dewhurst (Mr. Thomas Ward, of the firm of Messrs. Ward & 
Newsham, of Preston 

Geoffrey Tremenheere Druitt (Mr 
\leasrs. J. & W. H. Druitt, of Bournemouth) 

Bernard Harry Durrant (Mr. Louis Charles Miller, of the firm of 
\leasrs. Stevens, Miller & Jones. of Norwich) 

Arthur Wansbrough Duthe, LL.B. London (Mr. Frederick George 
Neave, LL.D., of the firm of Messrs. Neave, Morton & Co., of London) 

Gerald Bracton Edwards, B.A., LL.B. Cantab. (Mr. George William 
Edwards, of the firm of Messrs. Donnison & Edwards, of Liverpool). 


firm of Messrs. 


James Druitt, of the firm of 


John Verney Edwards (Mr. Ernest Kammerer, of Lianelly) 

Vivian Arthur Alsager Elgood (Mr. Charles Alsager Elgood, of the 
firm of Messrs. Taylor, Willcocks & Co., of London) 

Thomas Bruce Feltham (Mr. Harold Stanley Kirkman Feltham, of 


Crewe) 
Robert Clifford Freeman (Mr. Charles Radford Freeman, 
Mess Freeman & Son, of London) 
Eric Gordon Gardiner (Mr. Edward John Stokes, of London 
James Greenwood (Mr. Stanley Gammer (deceased) and Mr. William 


of the firm 


Michael Gichard (deceased). both of the firm of Messrs. Gichard 
(summer & Furniss. of Rotherham) 

George Francis Hallam (Mr. Edward George Clark, of the firm of 
lesers. Cla & Gardner, of Lancaster 

George Haworth (Mr. Charles Herbert Pickston of Radcliffe Lan 
ishire 

Thomas William Holmes, M.A. Sheffield (Mr. James Edward Wing, of 
Sheffield 


Gwilym Vaughan Humphrevs (Mr. Robert Davies, of the firm of 
essre. Jones, Francia & Davies, of Denbigh 
Thomas Graham Inglis, M.A. Oxon. (Mr. Walter Gerald Gurney, 
LLB f the firm of Messrs. Winterbotham, Gurney & Co., of Chelten 
ham) 

Cyril Hammond James Mr. Fred Lawson Lewis, of Eastbourne) 

George William Jobling (Mr Thomas Baron Nowell, of the firm of 
Mesars. Nowell. Meller & Nowell, of Burnley) 

David Mov John (Mr. Alfred Edward Crowther, of Cardiff 

Edward Harold Kenshole (Mr. William Kenshole, of the firm of 
Kensholes & Prosser, of Aberdare 


LL.B. Manchester (Mr. James Henry Hallsworth, 


T 


Messrs 
John Hardy Lawtor 
of Oldham 


Tohn Harold Llewellyn (Mr. Alfred Edwin Ifor Curtis, « f the firm of 


Messt Sifred Curtis & Son, of Neath) 
Gavin Walley McFadyean (Sir Perceval Alleyvn Nairne, of the firm 
f Messrs. Baker & Nairne, of London) 


Andrew Neill MacKean (Mr. Fearnley Wells Owen, M.A B.C.L., of 
the firm of Messrs. Faithfull, Owen & Fraser, of Londor 

Willian: Frederick Mackett (Mr. Frederick Arthur Percy Sylvester, of 
Trowbridge 

fleorge Malpas (Mr. Edward Hobbs (deceased 
Hobbe & Rrutton, of Portsmouth) 

Arnold Mellor. B.A.. LL.B. Cant th. (Mr. William Ramaden J.P., of 
the firm of Messrs. Ramsden, Svkes & Ramsden, of Huddersfield) 

Joh Diunecar \letters (My Henrv George Hawkes of the firm of 
Messrs. Wright, Hassall & Co., of Leamington) 

Alan Lomas Middleton, B.A. Oxon (Mr 
Messrs. Middleton & Sons of Leeds) 


of the firm of Messrs 


Gilbert Middleton, of 
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Hubert Samuel Thomas Moores (Mr. Charles James Lacey, of the firm 
of Mesars. C. J. & C. D. Lacey, of Bournemouth). 

George Reginald Norris (Mr. William Arthur Weightman, of Messrs. 
Weightman, Peddar & Co., of Liverpool). 

John Stanley Parsons (Mr. John Parsons, of the firm of Messrs. 
Parsons, Son & Skillington, of Leicester). 

Walter Kennedy Pearce (Mr. Arthur William Pearce, J.P., 
firm of Mesers. Pearce & Keele, of Southampton) 

William Ewart Price (Mr. Arthur Smith, B.A., LL.B., of Wigan) 

Arthur Victor Ridgway (Mr. Edward Burgess Sharpley, of Stok: 
upon Tr nt 

Alfred Henry Wilkinson Riley (Mr. Alfred Riley, of Blackburn) 

Sidney Robinson (Mr. Robert Bertrand Javkson, B.A., of the firm of 
Messrs. Hart. Jackson & Sons, of Ulverston 

Gordon Blews Robotham (Mr. William Blews Robotham, of the firm 
of Messrs. Robotham & Co., of Derby) 

Clarence Leslie Rutter (Mr. Clarence Edwir 
Measrs. Rutter & Rutter, of Wincanton) 

Rowland Frederick John Sanders (Mr. Charles Fustace Woolston, of 
the firm of Messrs. Burnham, Son & Lewin, of Wellingborough) 

Walter West Shearman (Mr. John William Rotsford, B.A., of the firm 
s. Cousins, Botsford & Co., of Cardiff 

Percival James Slater. B.A. Oxon. (Mr. Samuel Mille Slater, M.A.. 
B.C.L.. of the firm of Messrs. Slater & Co., of Darlaston). 

\lfred John Spark (Mr. Alfred Appleby, of the firm of Messrs 
Appleby & Leslie, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne) 

Francis Oliver Stansfield (Mr. Josiah Longland,. of Warrington). 

Arnold Francis Steele (Mr. Walter Morgan Willcocks, J.P., of the 
firm of Messrs. Taylor, Willeocks & Co., of London). 
Mitvd Henry Stockwood, B.A., LL.B. Cantab. (Mr. Samuel Henry 
Stockwood, of the firm of Messrs. Stockwood & Williams, of Bridgend) 
John Sudlow (Mr. Edward Burgess Sharpley. of Stoke-upon-Trent). 
James Reginald Thomas, M.A.. LL.B. Cantab. (formerly a barrister) 
Leslie Clason Thomas (Mr. Ernest Martin Clason Dahne and Mr 
Roger Fritz Dahne Williams, both of Swansea) 

Sydney Thomas (Mr. Alfred Gwynne Vanghan (deceased) and Mr. 
Hugh Vanghan Vaughan, both of Builth Wells) 

Oliver Thompson (Mr. Arthur Peel Williamson. of Retford). 

Gerald Edward Guy Tooth (Mr. Adolphus Tooth. of the firm of 
Measrs. A. FE. & G. Tooth, of London) 

Alan William Turnbull (Mr. James Henry Sprott (deceased), of the 
firm of Messrs. Sprott & Morris. of Shrewsbury) 

Henry Lancelot Waddington (Mr. Edgar James Birdsall, of the firm 
of Messrs. Birdsall. Cross & Black, of Scarborough). 

Svdney Evelyn Walters (Mr. Henry Walters, of the firm of Messrs. 
Walters & Welch. of Stone) 

George James Cullum Welch (Mr. Edward Elvy Robb, of the firm of 
Measrs. Elvvy Robb & Welch, of London) 

Arthnr Herbert Wild (Mr. John Joluson 
Messrs. Sanderson & Ferens, of Hull) 

William Arthur Williams (Mr. Edward Powell, of Neath) 


of the 


Rutter, of the firm ot 


Till Ferens, of the firm of 


The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certifi- 
cates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Graham: The Daniel Reardon Prize, value about £24; the 
Clement's Inn prize, value about £10; and the John Mackrell prize, 
valne about £9 

To Mr. Macintosh : The Clifford’s Inn prize, value £5 5s 

To Mr. Hopwood : The New Inn prize, value £5 5s. 

To Messrs. Jeffcoate, Glynne, Webster, Collins, Allen, and Branson . 
The Law Society's prizes, value £5 5s. each. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the 
second and third classes. Three hundred and sixty-two candidates gave 
notice for examination 

By order of the Council, 
E. R. Cook, Secretary 

Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 14th Mav, 1926 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION 


The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 21st and 
22nd April, 1920. 

A Candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the Examination 
at the sanie time 

First Crass 
Alfred Edward Bromley. 
PAssep. 


Barnett, Charles Lawrence 
Brown, Alan William 
Buckle, Francis Danns 

Burch, John Denis 

Byrnes, Arthur Henry Walter 


Ames, Ceci] Geraint 
Arden, Eric Cuthbert 
Ashton, Thomas Mason 
Bagley, Thomas 
Bardsley, Frank Stanley 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHIOH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF Fonps ror irs HUMANE Work. 













ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 








THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 







Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence, 
Telephone ; 2482 Holborn. : “Alacrious, London.” 


Telegrams 
ATHERTONS 
i 
63 & 64, Chansons Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


Carlyon, Laurence Jago Madin, Kenneth William 


Carter, Henry Gordon, M.A. Martin, Claude Henry 
(Cantab.) Meikle, Robert, M.A. (Oxon.) 
Cash, John Muscat, Murray 
Chaplin, Frank Douglas, B.A.Musker, Darrell 
(Oxon. ) Nichols, Ernest Bernard 


Chapman, Horace Bailey Norton, Walter Charles 
Chavasse, Alban Ludovick Grant Parsons, Joseph 

Clarkson, Ernest Walton Passey, William Henry 
Curjel, Alfred Rhys Groveham Redfern, Kenneth 
Daphtary, Balkisan Robinson, John George 
Dawson, Cunard Tower Sanders, Colin Wilkinson 
Divan, Khushman Chandula!l Smallman, Percy 

Edmonds, Edgar Thomas Smith, Aubrey Herbert 
Freeman, Henry, M.A: (Cantab.) Smithson, Owen Vere 
Haley, Thornton Taylor, David 
Halliwell, Charles Davies Teebay, George Cyril 
Hamer, Alexander Thompson, Albert Edward 
Hardman, Gerald Walton van Draten, John Wiiliam 
Hart, Walter Louis D’Arcy Wagstaff, Ernest Edmund 
Heaven, John William Gyde Wallis, Gilbert Alfred Farr, B.A 
Hill, Philip Maurice, M.A. (Oxon.) (Oxon.) 

Izod, Charles Henry Webb, William Percy 
John, James Henry Webster, Frederick George 
Johnstone, George Frederic White, Arthur Albert 
Keefe, Ronald Barry Williams, Hugh Liwyd Harries 
Lamb, Arthur Frederick Thurlow Williams, William Clarence 


Letcher, Reginald Truscott Wilson, Herbert Leonard 
Lewis, Robert Henry Wilson, James Pownall, B.A. 
Lewsey, Frederick William (Oxon.) 


Lindner, Augustus Frederick Her- Woffenden, John 

bert, M.A. (Oxon.) Woolf, Abraham, B.A. (London) 
Lloyd, Russell Llewelyn Mande- Younger, Vernon 

ville 
Ture Fottowrnc CANpIpATes HAVE Passep THe LEGAL PoRTION ONLY. 


Backhouse, Paul Kilbeg, Robert 

Bentley, William Henry Larkam, John Edward 

Blackhurst, William Lewis, Cyril Frederick 

Collis, Herbert Charles Clive Marshall, Charles Ridings 

Deakin, William Moreton Nash, David Foot 

Evans, Francis Alfred Newton, Sidney Arthur 

Fraser, John Hermann Park, Edward Ridsdale 

Gough, William Prior, Godfrey Kemeys 

Hawthorne, Thomas Oliver Leslie Pryce, John Bernard Hallam 

Herniman, William Arthur Simpson, Cyril Marmaduke 
Douglas Sleigh, Harold Spencer 

Hill, Richard Watson, Lawrence George 

Hole, Bruce Binford Windeatt, Arthur Cull Fabyan 


No. of Candidates, 168; passed, 97. 


Tue Fottow1ne CANDIDATES HAVE PASSED THE TRUS? ACCOUNTS AND 
KKEEPING Portion OnLy. 
Blagg, Claude Edmund Langley 
Blyth, Gordon James, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 
Bond, Horace Theodore 
Boulton, George Charles 
Baker, Alfred Morris Bowman, Gerald Wilberforce 
Barraclough, Noel Edgar Bramall, Brian 
Bartlett, Charles Bray, Cyril 
Barwick, Douglas Harry Britnell, Albert Varn 
Bateson, William Latham, B.A. Brown, F 
(Oxon.) Burchell, Tufnell Charles 
Bedworth, Roland Gilbert Butler, Howard 
Bew, Reginald Edgar Morris Byers, Charles Coutts 
Billson, Richard Alfred Leicester Carslake, William Bampfield, B.A. 
Bittermann, Edward Louis Frede- (Cantab.) 


Addison, Frank Widdas 

Allen, Gerald Elliston 

Arundel, Herbert John 

Attneave, Alfred Leslie, B.A., 
.B. (Cantab.) 


rick Carter, William Fearnley 
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—— 
Cash, Donald Albert Stevenson 


Colbeck, Robert William Green 

Coleman, Walter Robert Granville 

Cook, James Watson 

Cooke, Norman Frederic 

Corder, Clive Shewell 

Cowen, Myer Henry 

Cox, Frederick Arthur 

Crawford, Cyril George Webster 

Crawley, ward 

Creery, Leslie 

Chitchley, William Jardine 

Crocker, Walter Angus 

Cross, Arthur Harold 

Cramp, William Geoffrey 

Davies, Daniel Leonard 

Davies, David Ernest, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Dawson, George Aspinall 

Dibdin, Dudley Hardwick 

Dixon, Tom 

Dolman, Frederick William 

Donovan, Jeremiah 

Down, Cyril Nadolig 

Druce, John Christopher, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Dudding, Arthur Norman 

Dyson, William Howard 

Edwards, Richard David, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Ellis, Cecil Montague Jacomb, 
B.A. (Oxon. 

Evans, Howell Arnold 

Facey, William Henry 

Fairer, Christopher 


Fenwick, Melvill Collingwood, 
B.A. (Cantab. 

Field, Herrick eley 

fooks, Walter Aubrey, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 


Foster, Joseph Thomasin 

Fovargue, Robert 

France, Ronald Allen 

Frost, Alfred 

Furniss, Arnold Edeson 

Garnett, Richard 

Giffen, Lionel Edwin 

Goodale, Ernest William 

Gray, Wilfred Ronald 

Green, Ephraim Levy 

Green, George Morgan, LL.B. 
(London) 

Griffiths, Robert Trevor 

Grylis, Humphrey 

Hackforth-Jones, Matthew, B.A. 
ov song 

Harley, omas Winlack 

Harrington, Henry Nazeby, B.A, 
(Oxon. 

Harris, Herbert Thomas Traer, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Harris, James Herbert 

Harrison, Frederick Porter 

Hawkins, William Francis Spencer 

Heaton, John Beresford 

Hickson, William Osborn 

Hinchcliffe, William Arthur 

Hiscott, Geoffrey Stephenson 

Hoddinott, Henry Benjamin 
Stuart 

Hodge, Archibald 

Hodgson, John 

Hodgson, Joseph Parkin, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 

Holt, Henry James 

Home, Cecil Frederick Morton, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 

Hotchen, Frank Boyd 

Hughes, Evan Richard 

Hunt, Edward Stuart 

Hunt, Henry Holman Leslie 

Hutton, John 

Ingham, Harry 

Jackson, Eustace Danby 

Jackson, Harry William Robert 

Jackson, Herbert Edmund 

James, William Frank Treharne, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Joynson, John Raymond 

Kay, George Leonard 

Keogh, Alfred 

Keogh, Joseph 





King, Ernest Colston 

Kitcat, Eustace Nugent 

Knott, Arthur Outhwaite 

Knowles, Edgar Lawton 

Lakeman, Harold Frank, B.A. 
(Oxon. ) 

Lambert, Alec Sydney 

Ledger, Alfred, LL.B. (London) 

Leman, Sydney Curtis 

Leonardt, James Aloysius Diedrick 

Letts, Horace Norman 

Leverton, Leslie Spry 

Lewis, Norman Russell 

Lewis, Owain Hamlet 

Lightfoot, George Lionel Spencer 

Loy, Archibald 

Lynex, Richard Antrobus 

McHale, Cyril Michael 

Mackrell, Clifford 

Macphail, Agnew Main 

Major, Willam Edward John 

Mant, George Arthur 

Markham, Charles Cornwell 

Mason, James 

Mawdesley, John Leyland, B.A. 
(Cantab. ) 

Mawer, Arthur William 

Meades, George Albert 

Mercer, Thomas Vincent 

Michell, Frank Lee 

Midgley, Edwin Craven, M.A. 
(Cantab. ) 

Monckton, Lancelot Richard 
Stephen 

Morgan, Evan Bernard 

Morrant, Percy Edwin 

Naunton, Wingfield George Stan- 
didge 

Needham, Thomas Marshall 

Newman, Douglas 

Newton, William Copp 

Norris, Charles Grayson 

Oglethorpe, John Atkinson 

Overy, Thomas Stuart 

Parr, Robert Evans 

Pearson, Edward Charles 

Pengelly, William Lister 

Pettersen, Jack Kilner 

Philcox, Herbert John 


-Phillips, William England 


Pitman, Stanley Arthur 

Playne, Francis Clifford 

Pooley, John Wignall 

Porter, Nigel Keith Farrar 

Price, Cecil John Poley 

Price, James Hodgson 

Ranger, Vincent Washington 
Guest 

Rawstorn, James Oscar, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab. 

Reason, David 

Redfern, Arthur 

Rees, David Edmunds 

Rennison, Harry Whitfield 

Richardson, Bertram Charles 
Heastey 

Riiey, William Nairn, B.A 
‘Cantab.) 

Robinson, Leonard 

Rogers, poe Izod 

Russell, Gerald 

Rutherford, Godfrey Laird, B.A. 
(Cantab.) 

Saunders, Francis Wiiliam 

Seys-Phillips, Howard, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Sharkey, Leo Ignatius Joseph, 
B.A, (Oxon.) 

Shelley, Percy John 

Shepherd, James Albert 

Sheppard, Stuart Morton Winter 

Sherwood, Albert Edward Victor 

Snell, Harold John 

Spink, Harold 

Stacey, Edward Christopher 

Staddon, Harry Kenneth 

Stevens, John Longbourne, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Sti , Frederick Clifford, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Stringer, Philip Austin Selborne 

Symonds, John Dudley Barker 


ordan 








NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 
















































Age not less For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
oan Females. | Males. 
60 £810 6 | £9 9 10 
65 918 6 ll 210 
70 11 19 10 13 8 6 
‘* A strong, well-managed concern.”— Financial Times. 





‘One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the pres nt 
generation.’ —Insurance Newe. 

**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain. ’— 
Impressions. 

we nn | and enterprise have marked the operations of tne 
CENTURY throughout its career.”—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
























Whatley, Charles Lawson 
Whiteside, Tyson 
Williams, Emrys Ifor Edward 
Williams, Wynford Thomas 
Willoughby, George Clarkson 
Wilson, John Pitchforth 
Wood, Philip 
Woodhouse, Ralph Mantell, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Wyman, John Buswell Harrington 
Yearsley, Joseph 
No. of Candidates, 306; passed, 275 
By Order of the Council, 

E. R. Cook, Secretary 


Thirlby, Arnold Edwin 
Thomas, Kenneth Ruffe 
Thomson, Walter Alexander 
| Tompkins, Cuthbert Blagden 
Trower, William Luther 
erg Henry Lancelot 
Ward, ph 
Wareham, Frederick Cecil 
Watson, Cyril Howard 
Watts, Francis Mapleton Ire- 
monger 













9 
4) 





Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
14th Mey, 1920. 






FINAL EXAMINATION 


The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on 19th and 20th April, 1920 : 


Bolingbroke, Charles Bensly, LA 








Adams, William 







Allbutt, Francis Prideaux (Cantab.) 
Allen, Albert George Bolter, Arthur Edward, B.A. 
Aman, John Godfrey (Oxon.) 





Bolton, Thomas Stanilaus 

Bottomley, George Rhodes 

Bowen, Edward Isca Pryce, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Bower, John Albert 

Bowes, Sidney Watkin 

Braddon, Paul 

Branson, Douglas Stephenson, 
M.A. (Oxon.) 

Brayshay, Stanley, B.A., 
(Leeds) 

Briant, Arthur James 

Bright, Basil Herbert 

Buckner, John Gardner 

Burnell, Edward Christian 

Burns, Simon 

Burrill, Harold Ruthven 

Burton, Cecil 

Burton, Guy Pritchard 

Bush, Graham Shurmur 





Ashton, Charles, M.A. (Victoria) 

Atkins, John Lloyd 

Auden, John Lorimer 

Awdry, Edmund Portman 

Barritt, Gilbert Lacy 

Barrow, Wynford Wilfred Ernest 

Barry, James Raymond 

Bate, Roger 

Bates, Alfred 

Bates, Arnold Fielding 

Baynes, Edward Reginald, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Beard, Walter Frederick 

Beardsley, Amos 

Beech, John Leslie 

Bell, Robert William 

Bergendorff, Otto Leopold 

Birch, Edward 

Blagg, Francis Osmond 

Boham, James 











LL.B 
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Byers, John Robson 

Bygott, Edward 

Byrde, Evelyn Hook, B.A 
(Cantab.) 

Calvert, Joseph Marrison 

Carter, Alfred Henry 

Carter, Ronald Norman 

Catlow, Walter Noel 

Chadwick, Harold 

Chadwick, Leonard Arthur 

Charlesworth, William 

Charnley, Clarence 

Clark, Albert Douglas McKillop 

Clarke, Eskricke Joseph 

Clarke, Geoffrey Peard 

Clarkson, Wilfrid Bairstow, LL.B 
(Cantab.) 

Clayton, Leonard 

Cochrane, Donald Henry 

Coleman, Richard Julian 

Coleman, Robert Edwin 

Coleman, Stanley Allforth 

Collins, John Lissant, B.A 
(Oxon.) 

Collis, George Douglas 

Colt, Neville Brace 

Cooke, Harold Heward 

Cooke, Norman Frederi 

Coopman, Alec 

Jornish, Edward James 

yurt, William 

lowell, John, M A 

racknell, Hartley 
Herbert 


Cantab.) 
Christopher 


~~ = 


Crawford, Frank Spencer 
Croft, Desmond Warrick 
Cunliffe, Denis 


Curtis, Alec Charles 

Darling, Frank George 

Davies, Noel Hier 

Davies, William Bassett 

Davis, Kenneth James 

Davy, Samuel Charles 

Dawkins, Frederick Samuel Shelley 

Dawson, Colin Aufrére, B.A 
(Oxon.) 

Dell, Reginald Gregory 

Dewhurst, James 

Dickinson, Arnold Victor 

Dickinson, John Robert 

Dobell, Edgar Stanbury 

Down, Cyril Nadolig 

Druitt, Geoff rey Tremenheere 

Ducksbury, Orlando Harry 

Dunning, Bertram Richard 

Durrant, Bernard Harry 

Duthie, Arthur Wansbrouch, 
LL B. (London) 

Edwards, Gerald Bracton, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Edwards, John Verney 

Eggar, Arthur, B.A. (Cantab.) 

Elgood, Vivian Arthur Alsager 

Ellis, Frederic Robbins 

Emmett, George Frederick 

Evans, Edmund 

Evans, Illtyd Moy 

Evans, Stuart 

Fardell, John Gerald 

Featherstone, Ernest, B.A 

Feltham, Thomas Bruce 

Feiton, John NMerbert 

Fenwick, Melvill Collingwood, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 


(Oxon.) 


Ffooks, William Archdall, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Fieldhouse, Edwin Ewart, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 


Firth, Denis Gordon, M.A 
(Oxon.) 

Fletcher, Frank Castle, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Ford, William Allin 

Foster, Robert ‘Tonge 

Foulkes-Roberts, Peter Roberts 


Freeman, Robert Clifford 

Fyson, Leonard William 
Gardiner, Eric Gordon 

Gardner, Ronald Arthur 

Gibson, Frank Archibald Stan'ey 
Gibson, William Reginald 
Gibson-Robinson, Ronald George 





Gilmore, Randolph Somers, LL.B. 
( Victoria) 

Glynne, Ioan Ynyr 

Gompertz, Ernest Hartog 

Goodwyn, Lawrence John 

Gosling, Henry 

Graham, Ernest Frederic 

Gray, Bargrave Deane 

Greenwood, James 

Gregory, Frederic George 

Griffiths, Herbert Thomas 

Gurney, Francis James Ward 

Hackney, Horace Booth 

Hackworth, Alan, B.A. (Cantab.;} 

Haggis, Bernard 

Hall, John Philip 

Hallam, George Francis 

Harrington, Henry Nazeby, B.A 
(Oxon.) 

Harrison, Eric Vernon 

“Harrison, Geoffrey Kesteven 

"Harrison, James Murray Rowland 
Lightfoot 

Hart, Cecil Henry 

Haslip, Shearman Montague 

Haworth, George 

Heath, Laurence Haddon 

Henri, William Ainsworth 

Herbert, Edwin Savory, LL.B 
(London) 

Heys, John Hardman 

Hill, Robert Farra 

Hinchcliffe, William Arthur 

Hobson, Alfred Cyril Whitworth 

Hodgson, Joseph Parkin, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 

Hollinrake, Gilbert Smith, LL.B. 
(London) 

Hollows, James William 

Holmes, Thomas William, M.A. 
(Sheffield) 

Holt, Alan Thomas Selborne 

Holt, Henry James 

Hooper- Watts, Robert Fowell 

Hopkins, Arthur Menry 

Hopkins, Oliver Scatcherd, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Hopkins, Thomas Wilfred 

Hopwood, Reginald, LL.B. (Liver 
pool) 

Horley, Edward Dashper 

Horniblow, Ernest John, LL.B. 
(London) 

Horsley, Ewart William, LL.B 
London) 

Horton, Frank 

Howard, George Mihill 

Hughes, David Wynford 

Hume, Raymond Delaforce 

Humphreys, Gwilym Vaughan 

Humphrys, Reginald Percy, B.A 
(Cantab.) 

Hurd, Leslie Martin 

Ince, Geoffrey 

Inglis, Thomas Graham, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Jackson, Thomas 

James, Cyril Hammond 

Jeffcoate, Frank Arthur 

Jobling, George William 

John, David Moy 

Johnson, Montague Kemmis, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Jones, Edward Oliver 

Jones, Hugh Bird 

Jones, Theodore Tudor Frederick 

Kenshole, Edward Harold 

King, Fritz Hubert 

King, Henry Charles John Shuttle- 
worth 

Lane, John Dunn 

Lawton, John Hardy, LL.B. (Man 
chester) 

Leach, Edmund 

Leech, Eric Yorke Torkington 

Linter, George 

Little, Richmond Holme 

Llewellyn, John Harold 

Lovell, Bertram 

Lupton, Gilbert 

McFadyean, Gavin Walley 

Macintosh, Ronald Charles 

MacKean, Andrew Neill 


Mackett, William Frederick 

Macmin, Arthur de lreyne 

McMurtrie, Donald Scott Ander- 
son 

Malpas, George 

Maniar, Manbhoy Baloobhoy 

Mann, Frederick James 

Mann, Philip Dalla 

Manning, Richard, M.A. (Cantab.) 

Marks, George Woodfine 

Marshall, John Theobald 

Martin, Harold William 

Mason, George William Steel 

Mason, James 

Mawson, Joseph Landt, B.A. 
(Durham) 

May, Ernest Hooper 

Mecey, Edward John 

Meek, Ernest Anthony 

Mellor, Arnold, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Metters, John Duncan 

Michelmore, William Godwin, 
LL.B. (London) 

Middleton, Alan Lomas, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Middieton, John Leam 

Monier-Williams, Randall Herbert, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Moores, Hubert Samuel Thomas 

Moorhouse, Edwin Albert 

Morgan, Henry 

Morgan, Hugh Penrith 

Mossop, George Holmes 

Murray, Bernard Alleyne 

Nalder, Frank William 

Neave, Edwin Marratt 

Newman, Albert Gordon 

Nightingale, Ralph Kenneth 
Taylor 

Norris, George Reginald 

Owen, William Stanley 

Packman, Cyril William Gregory 
Vance 

Pardy, Ptolemy Weston 

Parkhouse, Edwin Thomas 

Parsons, John Stanley 

Pearce, Walter Kennedy 

Pearson, Alfred 

Pemberton, Roger Busick 

Percival, Reginald Grant 

Perkins, William Jackson 

Petch, Frederic Gordon 

Phillips, Cyril 

Phillips, Cyril St. John 

Pigot, Arthur Percival Vernon, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Prance, Patrick Montgomery 

Pratt, Edwin Amos 

Price, William Ewart 

Pugh, Mervyn Phippen 

Qyenet, William McDonald 

Rands, George St. John 

Ratcliffe, Laurence Percy 

Raworth, Richard Galpine 

Rawstorn, James Oscar, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Raybould, Gone Beach 

*Rees, Vernon Walters 

Richards, Maurice John 

Richards, Nestor Ernest 

Richardson, Berfram Charles 
Heastey 

Ridge, Basil Arthur, B.A. 
(Cantab.) 

Ridgway, Arthur Victor 

Kiley, Alfred Henry Wilkinson 

Roberts, Raymond 

Robertshaw, Walter Greenwood 

Robinson, Charles Keith 

Robinson, Geoffrey Nicholas 

Robinsoa, Sidney 

*Robinson, Thomas Norman 

Robotham, Gordon Blews 

Robson, Bertie 

Rogerson, Wilfred Chorley 

Rose, Arthur Raymond, M.A., 


B.C.L. (Oxon.) 
Rowe, Stephen Gilby 
Rumney, mas 


*These Candidates have still to 
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Rutter, Arthur Kingsley 

Rutter, Clarence ie 

St. George, Herbert Whitmore 

Sanders, Rowland Frederick Joh» 

Sankey, Charles Edward 

Seott, Albert Walter 

Searle, William Cavendish, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Seeley, Lawrence Arthur 

Shakespeare, Anthony, B.A. 
(Uxon.) 

Shearman, Walter West 

Shepherd, James Albert 

Silkin, Lewis 

Skidmore, Frederick Oswald 

Slater, Percival James, B.A 
(Oxon) 

Smith, Basil March 

Smith, Claude Soutter, 
LL.B. (Cantab.,; 

Smith, Graham 

Smith, Harold Machin 

Smith, John Carrington 

Spark, Alfred John 

Spink, Sydney Cooper, LL.B. 
(London) 

Stammers, Sidney Robert 

Stansfield, Francis Oliver 

Stéele, Arnold Francis 

Stockwood, Iltyd Henry, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Strahan, William Roscoe, B.A. 
(Cantab.) 

Sudlow, John 

Sumner, Robert Walford 

Sumner, William Catchpool 

Talbot, John Edward Lightfoot, 
LL.B. (London) 

Taylor, Edward Mallalieu Brooke 

Taylor, Ernest Oliver 

Temperley, Clifford James 

Terry, Laurence Breton 

Thatcher, Raymond Valentine 

Thomas, Donald Woodroffe 

Thomas, James Reginald, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Thomas, Leslie Clason 

Thomas, Oliver Stephen 

Thomas, Samuel George 

Thomas, Sydney 

Thompson, Alexander 

Thompson, Oliver 

Thompson, Ronald Wilfred 

Tooth, Gerald Edward Guy 

Treasure, Garnet Wethey 

Troath, Walter Arnold 

Turnbull, Alan William 

Tyson, John Gordon 

Unsworth, Charles Henry 

Vale, John 

van Druten, Henry John, M.A, 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Waddington, Henry Lancelot 

Walters, Sydney Evelyn 

*Warhurst, William Henry, LL.B 
(Victoria) 

Warris, Marriott Wilson, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Watts, Alfred Gordon 

Watts, John Christmas Clifford 

Webster, Fred, B.A. (Leeds) 

Welch, George James Cullum 

Wells, Arthur Manfred Wintle, 
M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Wells, Philip Creswell 

White, James Randolph 

Whiteside, Harold Oxendale 

Widdicombe, Samuel 

Wild, Arthur Herbert 

Wilding, Thomas Samuel, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Williams, John Richard 

Williams, Leslie Francis Montague, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Williams, Nicholas Thomas 

Williams, William Arthur 

Wingfield, Lawrence Arthur 

Wise, William Edward 

Woodhouse, ie 

Wright, Geoffrey Lowndes 


in Trust Accounts and Book- 


M.A., 


keeping before a Final Certificate can be issued to them. 
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» May 22, 1920 
Tue SHerriecp Prize. 
(Founded by Arthur Wightman, Esq.) 


The Council have awarded the above prize—value about £30—to 
Bmest Frederic Graham, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 


Sidney Henry Graham, of Stoke-upon-Trent and Longton. 


No. of Candidates, 362; passed, 351. 
By Order of the Council, 
» R. Cook, Secretary 


Law Society’s Hii, Chiancery-lane, London, W.C. 2 


14th May, 1920. 





Legal News. 


- Appointments. 


Mr. Gzorncr ALEXANDER Scott has been appointed to be an Official 
Referee of the Supreme Court of Judicature from 15th May, and is a 
member of the South Wales Circuit. Mr. Scott was called to the bar 
of the Inner Temple in 1887, when he joined the South Wales Circuit. 

Mr. T. Hottis Warker, K.C., and Mr. G. W. Rickerts have been 
dected Masters of the Bench of the Hon. Society of the Inner Temple. 





Information Required. 


CHAMBERS, ALICE MARY (Deceased).—Any person having any 
knowledge as to a will of the above, late of Church Norton, Selsey, and 
of New King's Road, Fulham, is requested to communicate with Messrs 
Sheard, Breach, Wace, & Roper, solicitors, Cramwell House, Surrey 
street, Strand, W.C. 2 


General. 


Colonel Robert Winder, of Belair, solton, solicitor, for up 
wards of half a century magistrate’s clerk for the borough, formerly 
in command of the 9th Lancs Volunteer Artillery, ‘left estate of gross 
value £28,348. 

Mr. Frank Marshall, of Claremont House, and of Mosley-street, New 
castle, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Wilkinson & Marshall, president 
of the Newcastle Law Society, and a former president of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, left estate of gross value £77,397. 

A Reuter’s message from Berne of 16th May says: “The result of 
the referendum heid to determine whether Switzerland should give her 
adherence to the League of Nations shows that in round numbers 
400,000 votes to 300,000 were cast in favour of Switzerland’s joining the 
League, and that 11} cantons against 10 voted in the affirmative.’ 

Sir Edward Smith, presiding over the London “ Safety First’ 
Vouncil, on Wednesday, referred to the fact that representations had 
béen made to the Ministry of Transport in regard to the reversal of the 
existing rule of the footpath. The Ministry had shewn itself in favour 
of the suggested alteration, and had taken steps to obtain the views of 
Various municipal organisations and county councils 


Lancs, 


At a meeting of the Parliamentary Committee of the League of 
Nations, held at the House of Commons, on Wednesday, the following 
fesolution was unanimously adopted :—‘‘ That this committee requests 
the Government to lose no favourable opportunity of bringing the ques 
tions at issue between Soviet Russia and Poland before the Council for 
the League of Nations with a view to the restoration of peace.” 


At Oxford, last Saturday, says the Times, Albert Ernest Mace, solici- 
tor, and formerly Town Clerk of Chipping Norton, was committed for 
trial at the assizes on three charges of fraudulent conversion of trust 
Money. It was stated that sums of £260 and £2,255 in one estate and 
two others of £200 were involved. For the defence it was contended 
there was no intention to defraud, but it was admitted that defendant 
had shewn neglect 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Major Barnett asked the 
Prime Minister whether, in view of the unanimous judgment delivered 
by the House of Lords against the Crown in the appeal case Attorney- 
General v.. De Keyser’s Royal Hotel (Limited), it was proposed to 
ge any further with the present Indemnity Bill. Mr. Bonar Law : 

he Bill will be proceeded with, and the amendments indicated by the 
Attorney-General, and the second ; 
Government. 


The London Gazette of the T8th inst. contains a notice that a petition 
of the Academy of Dramatic Art, praying for the grant of a Royal 
Charter of Incorporation to the said Academy, under the name of 

The Royal Academy of Dramatic Art,”’ has been presented to His 
Majesty in Council ; and, His Majesty having referred the said petition 
to a Committee of the Lords of the Council, notice is further given, that 
all petitions for or against such grant should be delivered at the Privy 
Council Gffice on or before the 8th day of June next 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Major Breese asked the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether any, and, if so, what action had 
been taken since 24th April to call upon the German Government imme 
diately to comply with the provisions of the Peace Treaty relating to 
the setting up of a clearance house for the collection and settlement of 
enemy debts.—Sir R. Horne : Notification of the establishment of the 


reading will be proposed by the 


| 
| 
| 
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pepe 4 a 


“LIFE ASSURANCE 
18, ZINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, 
ESTABLISHED 184 

DIRECTORS. 
Deputy -Chairman—Ric 


W.C. 


Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq ard Stephens Taylor, Esq 


James Austen-Cartmell, Esq Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Eaq., K.< rhe Kt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., MI Bart., D.C.1 

Edmund Church, Esq Sir Ernest Murray Polloek, K.C., K.B.& . 
Philip G. Collins, Esq P ; 


Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 
Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C 
The Hon. Sir Charlies Russell, Bart. 


Harry Mitton Crookenden, Eaq 

Kobert William Dibdin, Esq 

Charlies Baker Dimond, Esq 

John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. 

L. W. North tickley, Esq Francis M nchin Voules, Esq. 

Archibaid Herbert James, Esq Charies Wigan, eq 

FUNDS EXCEED - - $5,000,000. 

All classes of Life Assurance Urauted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 

without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 
Ws 


PHELPS, Afanager. 





batch of 
British 


German Clear been re 
British cla ms, 
Clearing Office to 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Bonar Law, replying to 
Mr. Barnes, who asked if he could yet name a day for the presentation 
of the Bills embodying nventions of the Washington Labeur Con 
ference, said : A Bill has already been presented by the Home Secretary 
with a view to giving effect to three out of the six conventions—namely, 
those relating employment of young persons at night and the age 
of admission of children to industry. The conventions relating to the 
eight-hours day and the employment of women before and after child 
birth are still under consideration, and I am not able to make a definite 
The remaining convention with regard to unem- 
understand, )-gislation. 


g Office has now eived, and the first 
to the number of 44,806, was dispatched by 
Berlin on the 12th inst. 


the « 


to the 


statement at present 


ployment will not, I require 


During the swearing of a jury at the Central Criminal Court, on the 
13th inst., says the 7'1mes, one of the jurors, on being handed the printed 
form of oat! announced that he « 1 not ead Replying to the 
Recorder, the juryman said he had never been to school. The Re 
order I don’t understand how it is that you have never been to 
school. Can't vou read at all? The juryman: No, I cannot. I can 
tell ficures I keep a coal shop I can calenlate the weight of the 

il and the amount to be received The Recorder considered that 
the best way would be to excuse the juryman from attendance. ‘* You 


had better learn to read as quickly as you can. You are only fifty- 


eight years old,”’ he added 

The new Lord President of the Scottish Courts, Mr. J. Avon Clyde, 
K.C., was installed in office on the 12th inst., and took his seat on the 
bench with the title of Lord Clyde. There was a full attendance of 


judges, Lord Scott Dickson, the Lord Justice Clerk, presiding. The 
new judge had to go through the accustomed formality of hearing the 
lebates on two short cases and pronouncing his judgment thereon before 
their lordshiy timated that h 1d passed his trials, and then Lord 


Clyde was invested with his } idicial robes, and afterwards addressed 
the court. Mr. T. B. Morison, K.C., M.P., the new Lord Advocate 
und Mr. C. D. Murray K.C M.P., the new Solicitor-General aleo 
presented to the court the commissions for their 


ffices 


ippointment to 


° 


Court Papers. 


Crown Office, House of Lords, S.W. 1, 12th May, 1920 
Days and places appointed for holding the Summer As 1920 :- 
SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT (SECOND PORTION) 
Lord Chief Justice of England 
Tuesday, i5th June, at Hertford 
Friday, 18th June, at Maidstone 


28th June. at Gr ildford 
3rd Julv. at Lewes 
SOUTH WALES CIRCUIT 


Monday, 


Saturday, 


Mr. Justice Avory 
Wednesda Hth May it Haverfordwest 
Saturd 20th May, at Lampeter 
Thursday, 3rd June, at Carmarthen 
Tuesday, 8th June, at Bre i 
Thursday, 10th June, at Presteigr 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 


Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured. and in case of ‘ose ineurers 
suffer accordingc!y. DEBENHAM. STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
%. King-street. Covent-carden, W.C. 2. the well-known va'uers and 


chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years). have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, a 


speciality.—{Apvr.]} 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


| 


| 


Limirep in CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, May 14 
Veraouas Synpicate, Leo. (Is Votuntarny Liquipation).—Creditors are required, on | 


or before June 14, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 


debts or claims, to Louis N. M. Jackson, ¢/o Messrs. Minchin, Garrett & Co., 4 
Stone-bldgs., liquidator 
Rock Srixnwine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send 


addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Walter Lunt, 23, Delamere-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator 

Brazit Press Association, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 28, to 
send in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims 
to Sir John Sutherland Harmood Banner and George Ernest Sendell, 36, Wal 
brook, liquidators 

Timern Scrrtiss, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 28, to send in 
their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Sir John Sutheriand Harmood Banner and George Ernest Sendell 
liquidators. 

Tvepor Mitt Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulare of their debts or claims, to Walter 
Lunt, 23, Delamere-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator. 

IntamMs o' TH’ Hetont Pictcrne Hatt Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 14, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Towers, 49, Princess-street., Manchester, liquidator. 

Cepan Mitt Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send their 
names and addresses 
Lunt, 23, Delamere-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator 

Attas Mitt Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter 
Lunt, 23, Delamere-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator. 

Texas Mitts. Company, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send 


their names and 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Walter Lunt, 23, Delamere-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator. 

Stocks, Lrp. (In Votrntany Liquipation).—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 


and claims, to W. M. Phillips, 34, Silver-st., Lincoln, liquidator 

Rexnie Forrestr Suirpscitpine, Exorneerine anp Dry Dock Co., Ltp.—Creditors 
ire required, on or before June 30, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of theii debts and claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, liquidator 

Burxsipe Goup Mines, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names and addressees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Robert Simpson, Finsbury-pavement House, liquidator 

Forwaces, Ltp. (In Liqurpation).—Creditors are required, on or before June 21, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William James Thorn, 3%, Bridge-st., Taunton, liquidator. 

J. & W. Witsox, Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before June 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W iq 
MacGregor, liquidator 

Briper Exetneenine anp Stamptne Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to H. Ford, 95, Colmore-row, Birmingham, liquidator 

M. Otprorp & Sons, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
John Hartley Blackburn, &%, Bank-«t., Rrodford, liquidator 

Cuatrms, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 5, 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Moore, 3, Crosby-sq., liquidator 

Leominster anp Distaicr Sanitary Steam Lacwpry, Ltp.—Creditors are required 
on or before June 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debte or claims, to Charles Herbert Smith, 84, Colmore-row, Birmingham, 
liquidator 


June 18, to send 
claims, to 


to send their names 
Edwerd Cecil 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Futipar, May 14. 


W. ©. Reeder & Co., Ltd 
Hydro-Electric Concessions, Ltd 
Silba Steamship Co., Ltd. 


Redruth General Posting and Carrying 

Co., Ltd. 

Aibheel Tea Co., Ltd 

Burnside Gold Mines, Ltd Grove Mills, Ltd. 

Kingsbury Works, Ltd L. Summerfield, Ltd. 

Muhesa Rubber Plantations, Ltd Rennie Forrestt Shipbuilding, Engincer 

Eva Trading Co., Ltd ing and Dry Dock Co., Ltd. 

Furnaces, Ltd A. Worsley & Sons, Ltd 
Town Golf and Lawn 


Scarborough John Longworth & Son, Ltd. 
Tennis Co., Ltd Jackson & Steeple, Ltd 
Rhondda Leader, Ltd Birkenhead Constitutional Club, Ltd 
Red Hall Picture Palace Co., Ltd M. Oldroyd & Sons, Ltd 
Standard Rotary Machine Co., Ltd British Ever Ready Co., Ltd 
Mortimer, Harley & Co., Ltd Westminster Hostels, Ltd 
Albion Manufacturing Co., Ltd. Leominster and District Sonitary 
Gratse, Ltd Steam Laundry, Ltd. 
Picture Playhouse (Rhos), Ltd. Monton Mill, Ltd. 
L. Whitaker & Sons, Ltd Glamorgen Chemical Co., Ltd 
Caterham & District Allotments Society, Chess Brand, Ltd. 
Ltd De Lank Granite Quarries, Ltd 
Spanton & Noyes, Ltd Arnold, Goddard & Co., Ltd 


Old Wolverhampton Breweries, Ltd 





36, Walbrook, | 


and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter | 


Mitier, Grores Henry, Camberwell, 


London Gazette.—Tvtspar, May 18. 
M. J. Begg & Co., Ltd. Dove Spinning Co., Ltd 
7 ge of Camberwell Credit Bank, Lark Spinning Co., Ltd 
Haigh Dyeing Co., Ltd Gem Spinning Co., Ltd. 
Witham Land Co., Ltd Fortuna Nitrate Co., Ltd. 
Davis's Theatres, Ltd William Sunderland & Sone, Ltd 
Norwich Components, Ltd. Alfred Butterworth & Son, Ltd 
Simms Motor Units, Ltd Ystradowen Colliery Co., Ltd 


Gelligaled Colliery Co., Ltd 

James Watkinson & Sons, Ltd. 
Harrison's Western Ironworks, Ltd 
Francis Sumner & Co., Ltd 

Robert Williams & Sons (Gorton), Ltd. 


Gilbert Film Service, Ltd 
London Colour Printing Gp., Ltd 
Turton and Edgworth Mill Building Co., 


Albert Cotton Spinning Co. (Darwen) 


Ideal Film Renting Co., Ltd. Ltd, 
Joshua Crook & Sons, Ltd Cambridge Lodging House Association, 
Khasia Hills Prospecting and Mining Ltd 

Syndicate, Ltd 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cia. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, May 14. 
... Mountsorrel, Leicester. July 1. Bartlett, Young & Murphy, Lough. 
~rough. ; 
Beckwits, Jang, Castleton, Yorks. 
borough. 
Beprorp, Aprtine Mariz, Duchess of, Berkeley-sq 
Parliament-st. 
Bett, Jomy, and Atice Bett, Waterloo, Lancs. 


Bates, 


June 15. J. W. R. Punch & Robson, Middle 


June 14. Bircham & Co., # 


June 16. Hill & Son, Ormskirk. 


Benarp, Eviss Pavtine JOHANNA, Hampstead. June 21. Carr, Seott, Smith & 
Hawks, 325, High Holborn. 

Berkowirz, Isipore Baron, Gravesend, Wine Merchant. June 18. Harris, Chet. 
ham & Cohen, 25, Finsbury-sq. 

Bournes-Watker, Henry, Lowestoft. July 1. Walter Joseph, Norwich. 


Butcher, Rosert Wittiam, Boston, Lines., Cutlery Dealer. June 30. Staniland & 


Son, Boston, Lincs. 
BURLAND, JesrRer, Hate, Quebec, Canada. June 15. Lawrence Jones & Co., 4, St, 
Mary Axe. 


Cooke, FRepertck Isaac, Bournemouth. July 1. 

Cornicx, Henry Danvers, Bowdon, Cheshire. 
chester. 

DANIEL, FReperick, Bajham. 

Day, Alten, Sanderstead. 

Dixon, Jony, Jarrow, 


Edwerd H. Bone, Bournemouth 
June 2%. Richard Hilditch, Man- 


June #. F. 
June 30. 
Painter. 


Duke & Son, 18/19, Ironmonger-la. 
Drummonds, Croydon. 


June 12. John A. Livingston, Jarrow. 


Dorman, FRrepdenicx, Grays, Essex. June 24. Tho. A. Capron & Co., Grays 
Derton, Harriet Etiza, Scarborough. June 21. Lingards, Browne & Myatt, 4 
New London-st. 


W. L. J. 
June 30. 


Gitsert, Witittiam Henry, Coventry. June 28 
GLapstTonr, CHARLES Etspen, St. Peter's, Broadstairs 
Ramsgate. 
Girnes, Evita Marta 
Bedford-row 
Hacksey, JonN, Stockport, Grocer. May 31. 
Hapen, ADs Etizaseta Fanny, Lyons, France. 
Godliman-st., Doctors’ Commons. 

Hvones, THomas, Walsall, Builder. July 11. Enoch Evans & Son, Walsall. 
Hvrron, Epira, Ridgeway. June 16. Broomhead, Wightman & Reed, Sheffield. 
Kristy, Epwarp Freperick, Wallington. June 15. Bartlett & Gregory, 6, News. 
Lane, Jonas, West Hampstead. June 14. Theodore Goddard & Co., Serjeants’ inn. 
LeISHMAN, WaLTER ALGERNON, Southsea. June &%. W. A. Way & Son, Southsea. 
Lertourne, Amepet, Uccle, near Brussels, Belgium. June 15. Leader, Plunkett & 
Leader, 76, Newgate-st. 
Litusy, Jonyx, Brighton. June %. 
Lirrte, Witttam Gorpows, Blundelleands, Lancs., 
Sons, Liverpool. 
Lockyer, Emity, Leamington Spa, Hairdresser. 
ton Spa. 
Martinpats, Rose Harerer, Clifton, Bristol. 
McCact, Maprirxe Beate, Ramsgate. June 12. 
MeTcrx, Maroaret, Scarborough. June 28. 
Menzies, Antacr Aprirpy, Prescot. June 25. 


Orton, Coventry. 

K. & W. P.niel, 
WEBSTER, Kensington Court-pl. July 1. R. C. Bartlett, 4, 
F. Newton & Son, Stockport 

July 1. Brooks, Jenkins & Co., 16, 


Stuckey, Pope & Carr, Brighton. 
Physician. June 21. J. Priest & 


June 18. C. H. Passman, Leaming- 
June 28. Meade-King & Co., Bristol. 
Henry Fielding, Canterbury, Kent. 
Hick & Hands, Scarborough. 
Louis E. Menzies & Co., Liverpool. 


Moy, Grornece Saker, Upper Tooting. June 12. Burchell, Wilde & Co., %, Vic 

‘ toria-st. 

NicHort, James, Lightcliffe, near Halifax. June 5. Bernard H. Richardson, Brig- 
house. 

Nerrine, Frances Anniz, Chester. June 8. Joliffe & Hope, Chester 


Opry, WitLiaM, and Hannan Coates Opry, Hemel Hempstead, Publicans. June 12 
Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury. 

Otrver, Jour Aprrarpe, Arnside, Westmorland. 
South-sq., Gray's inn. 

Pratr, Arnraivr, Hornsey, Builder. 


June 30. Arthar C. Dowding, & 


June 12. Noel Stansbury & Co., 89, Chancery-l. 


Rormex, James Henry, Aberdare, Fruiterer. Aug. 12. ©. & W. Kenshole & Prosser, 
Aberdare. 

Scort, Lovtsa, Portinscale, Cumberland. June 11. Rawlins, Rawlins & Davy, 
Bournemouth 

SmitH, Mary Jane, Wyke, Bradford. July 1. Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 

[Homrson, Epwarp, Leeds, Forge Foreman. June 12. Clarke & Son, Leeds. 

Warp, Evtzasera, Leadgate, Durham. June 12. Criddle & Ord, Newecastle-upo® 
Tyne. 

West, Emuure, Cambridge. June 9. Miller, Taylor & Holmes, Liverpool 

Wittex. Joy, Letchworth, Herts. May 3. Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons Pice® 


dilly. 


Contractor. High 





. , , FIRST MEETINGS. 
Court. Pet. April 29. Ord. April 2. . 
Bankruptcy Notices. TREADGOLD, ARTHUR Newton Caristiax, Bucklersbury, | ¢ HANNON, ALBERT Epwarp, HvuMrueer STANTON Navry 
Company Director. High Court. Pet. Jan. 27. and Orrit Groner CHANNON, Cheltenham, Electrical 
London Gazette.—Torspar, May 4 Ord. Feb. 26. Engineere. May 14 at 11.45. County Court-bidgs. 
RECEIVING ORDERS Tock, Eten, Coventry. Coventry. Pet. April 30 Cheltenham. lapton-s9 
, } Ord. April 30. . | xpav. Morris, and Lover Lanpav, Clapton-sq» 
ear Oe | —~Foy y April _ Col- | Zarxs, Davip, MAXIMILEIAN MOTYLINSEI, Lrorowp | “Leather Goods Manufacturers. May 12 at 1230 
or. et. . . & A“ < oh. ° J ” 
Cove, Dantet, Gloucester. Gloucester. Pet. April 30. ed y ye * ys Pee Mek eo eis od, Gre. May 12 at 3% 
Ord. Apri $1. Ord. April 2. . oh | Lemon, Cusnize, Selfo Grocer. May 12 
Lanpav, Morris, and Lover Lanpavc. Clapton-sq., a die : ‘ be -st., Manche . 3 
Leather Goode Manufacturers. High Const. Po RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION | Lowpett, Groner, Chatham, Labourer. May 12 at 13. 
April 29. Ord. April 29. 3 DISMISSED . Reo., 2804, High-st., gt srester. Tn 
Laapwoop, Harotp, Louth, Cycle Repairer Great | Draxe, Epwarp M. High Court. Ord. Feb. 2%. Pet. | Mitten, Groner Hennr, Camberwell, ontract« . 
Grimeby. Pet. April 90. Ord. April 3 Jan. 27. Reso. and Dis. April 27 13 at 12. Bankruptey-bidge., Carey-st. 


. 
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Fsxusr, “Jame © STewarr, Chorlton oum- Hardy, Lancs., 
Manufacturer's Agent. Manchester. Pet. May 6 
Ord. May 6 





Engineer. May 14 at 13. . Reo., 3%, Princes- Pet. Mey 3. Ord. May 3. 
swich. FIRST MEETINGS. 





Dowatp Epmuonp, King's Langley. “Motor Wisow, Huser, tote Bagiacer’e Blotter. Leeds | 
} 















omen, momas, Brighton, Grocer. May 11 at 2.30 | arexaxpen, Henny, Oxford-st. May 17 at 12. Bank. | Iviwy, Hamer J., Windsor, Timber Merchant. Wind- 
Off. Rec., 124, Marlboroagh-pl., Brighton. ruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st sor. Pet. April 19. Ord. May 7 ficld, Electrical 

qusce’ ny, Haney, Kingston-upon full, General Avory, Major D. H., Piccadilly May 20 at 11. Bank Kiverrox, Groroer Faspenics, She aw ao r 
Dealer. May 12 at 11.30. Off. Rec., York City ruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st. | Engineer. Sheffickl. Pet. May 7. Pe eS 
Bank-chmbrs., Lowgate, Hull. Buoxam, Frances EvizapetH, Westgate-on-Sea. May 14 | SMITH, ALFRED, Nuneaton, General Dealer. Coventry. 
us, Davip, MaxXiMiLulAN Morrtinss1, Leorotp at ll. Off. Rec., 68, Castle-st., Cant ry Pet. May 6 Ord. May 6 : - Pet 
Deasxiy, and Hewry Draskin, Old Church-rd., | Buer, Henry, Stepney. May 2 at 12. Bankruptcy Sroxts, Sipner, Sheffield, Groves She ffi et. 






May 7. Ord. May 7. 
Georer, Walton-on-Thames, Jeweller. King 





Commercial-rd., Merchants. May 13 at ll. Bank bldgs., Carey-st. 


















































































ruptcy-bkigs., Carey-st. Cove, Daniet, Gloucester. May 18 at 11.30. County | THomas ; + . 6 
ADJUDIOA TIONS Court Olices, Bing-st.. Gtenoestes aS Ft hE oe 
oe waeire Gi ster. Pet. April 30. | Dosson, ArTuur, and Srpner Bent, Sne iton Notting. | 438 ' ot. M h 2. Ord. May 6 
Gove, Daniet, Gloucester. loucester. Pet. Ap | ham. Wholesale Fruit Merchants. May 18 at 11.30. | High Court. Pet. March 2 rd. Ma; 
Ord. April 9. . | Off. Re 4, Castle-pl., Nottingham ? | Ware, Samee. Arruur, Southwick Sussex, Au 
eS ond. "April 30 Dairyman Barnet Pet. ELias, "Etiamoo Vicror, Bickenhall-mansions, Baker-st tionewr. De ~~ a + . ore a ; i 
“ | May 21 et 1l. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st | Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Fisuex, Max, and Morais Fisar, Fenchurch-st. High | me A Fg sae ¢ 11:41am EDWaRb, Stanhope: | London Gasette of May 4 
Court. Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. April 30 t. Pet. Nov gdas., Gloucester-rd. May 17 at 11. Bankruptcy Teck, Sanam Eten, Coventry Coventry Pet. 
+. eS wee High Cour et. Nov. | Eades’, Gasen-ah. April 30. Ord. April 30 ; 
A rd. Apri . | “ ‘ 3 +} 8 ¢ ) ; 
Eroce, sisbecp, Louth, Cycle Repairer Great —— tong meng St Helen May 18 at 12 FIRST MEI renee pdt Mite 
Grimsby. Pet. April 30. Ord. April 30. on en Ae, Cre. fs +. Hamp. | *20U!t#, Gsones er ee ee 
Musen, Georoe Hewnr, Camberwell, Contractor. High vag “Gay 2i ee is. ‘Bankr a j Somes . j wd : —s at 12 ryyA-chmbrs sastgate 
—e 2 euua uptoy -Didgs y | neste 
tf Ht Got. Agel 9. ol, Dentist Hvsparp ERNgstT, Chalton-6t Euston-rd Provision Brooks, Jony, Wool Exchange, Merchant May 21 at 
. Dealer May iS at il. Bankruptcy-bidgs 11.30. Bankruptcy-bldgs Carey-st 
Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Ay pril 29 a Carey-st , Bou, Cuaates Henry, Weymouth, Antique Dealer. 
Pusan, James Aurnur, Battersea Park. High Court. | | oy H. H., Hove, Hosier, May 19 at 11. Bank. May 18 at 12.45. Off. Reo.. City-chmbrs., Cathe 
Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. April ; y ) 
: 'E. Yate, Piccadilly. High Court. Pet. May 16 ruptey-bidgs., Carey-st. rine-st., Salisbury 
SuiTH, A 9 7° " Leapwoop, Harotp, Louth, Cycle Repairer. May 15 | Canren, Tuomas Bryant, Wadhurst Laundryman 
iPr Weaste, Salford, Newsagent. Salford at Il. Off. Rec. St. Mary’s-chmbre., Great Mey 20 at 11.90. 14, Bedford-row 
ae, ” eit y Grimsby. Cuarmax, Grorer Wititam, Tynemouth, Solicitor 
gy — = — — >. Pet. April 30. wane, ae eee em § h ny 17 at 2.30. Off Mag 19 at Ll. Off tne Pe + bldgs., 4, Northum 
, a ? ’ ec., 124, Marlborough-pl., righton berland-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyn 
Ord. April 30 . — . RosentaHar, Arnoip, Turnham Green, Company Dire« Eyrcorr-MarTin, Haro_p 4 Trebovir-rd Earl's 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLBD. . tor. May 14 at ll. 14, Bedford-row Court. May 2let 12. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st 
Hcvsox, Hersert FREDERICK, Bridgend, Cardiff Storr, Isaac, Weaste, Salford, Newsagent May 17 at | Fawcerr, Cuantes Hensert, Halifax, Confectioner. 
Adjud. July 30, 1912. 4 pt 21, “er rdiff 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester May 19 at 10.30. County Court House, Pres 
ORELAND, CHarLes GRORGE ardiff, Grocer aral TREADGOLD, ARTHUR Newron CaristTian, Bucklersbury cott-st., Halifax. 
» Adjud. Sept. 18, 1899. Annul. April 21, 1920 a | Director. May 17 at ll. Bankruptcy. | Hewrrr, ~ nereaten, May 19 at 3. Of. Ree., 1, 
M tt ) May 7 yldgs., arey-st. Rerridge-st aicester 
“a yore he z | Tuck, Sanam Ewen, Cove ntry May 17 at WB. Off | Ivimy, Harry J., Windsor, Timber Merchant May 20 
EU Ee ww : . a Rec., 8, High-st., Coventry at 11. 14, Bedford-row 
Aurxasven, Hennr, Oxford-st. High Court Pe ADJUDICATIONS Reapine, Atsert Epwarp, Richmond, Surrey, Ladies’ 
Feb. 10. Ord. Mey 4. ie Pet AsquirH, Gerores, Ellesmere, Salop, Hotel Keeper Tailor, May 20 at 11.30. 153, York-rd., West 
ANorLL, ARTHUR JAMES, Sudbury oan P Wrexham. Pet. Mey 3. Ord. May 3 | minster Bridge-rd 
April 13. Ord. May 5 : lotel Ke Butt, Caartes Henry, Weymouth, Antique Dealer. | Smita, Atraxp, Nuneaton, General Dealer. May 19 at 
Asqvuita, Groner, Ellesmere Salen, aot eeper Ruhtehes, We Wer 4 Ged. Mar > $.' Off. Rec., 8, High-st.. Coventry 
Wrexham. Pet. May 3. Ord. May : Court. Pet. | G@2™™woop, Francis Groner, Queen Victorin-st Trrmuetr, Haney Ricwarpv, High Holborn, Solicitor 
Avony, Major D. H., Piccadilly. High Cour . Solicitor. High Court. Pet. Oct. 4. Ord. May 5 | May 19 at 11. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 
Oct. 22. Ord. May 4 . - os Auell 36 Hector Aipert STANLEY Manchester-av Alders. | Warrwett, Ricmanp, Keighley, Joiner May 20 at 11 
Barcos, CO. A., Rotherham. Sheffield. Pet. April 15 gate-st., Merchant High Court Pet. March 1 Off. Rec.. 12, Dukest., Bradford 
Ord. May 3. g Ord. May 4. Witsow, Harry, Leeds, Engineors Slotter. May 19 
—_ ~~ B ay M o“% . Mon hant High re gy ~ ye Setedeiee ~~ at 11. Of. Rec. 94° Bond-st., Leeds 
iourt. Pet. Mar. 30. d. May ye ! spt a 
ee ee SS "Ord. M — pouter Hr A. , a2 Chalton-st Euston-rd Provision pr ethan eangy T , 
Dorchester. Pet. May 3. Or ay 3. a ’ * rea peat ~ or Anornt, Artuer James, Sudbury, Middlx larnet 
Bort, Heer, depuis. Wish Court. Pet. Feb. 13 a iy eS ty . - — Y A. Ord May 5. Pet. April 13. Ord. May 8 
Ord. May 4. . Ves — . aa MM ge nels. = Vw Pet. Nov. 15 Basees, Lg + See Sheffield Pet 
unter, THOMAS RIANT adhurst, Laundryman aad - . P yril 15. Ord. May 7. 
Reading. Pet. April 16. Ord. May 3 —_ Dowate monte King s Langley, Herts., Motor ( m4 THomas Basie, Wadhurst, Laundryman 
Cuurman, George Wittiam, Tynemouth, Solicitor. New a ne meet pswich. Pe . April 10. Ord. May 4. | Reading. Pet. April 16. Ord. May 7 
eastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. March 30. Ord. May 3 ~ 1. gn Richmond, Surrey, Ladies’ | powxs, Henry Summers, Langley Windsor. Pet 
Biras, Ev1anoo Vicror, Baker-st. High Court. Pet Re BOF, D andsworth. Pet. May 5 Ord. May 5. | March 4. Ord. May 7 
; Mar. 29. Ord. May 4 enolic rine Rosser, Kings on-hill warray | Fawcerr, Cuantes Henserr, Halifax, Confectioner 
Fixce, The Hon. Ronatp Wittiam Epwarp, Glouces- | M “ps ingston, Surrey. Pet. March 12. Ord Halifax. Pet. May 7. Ord. May 7 
ter-rd. High Court. Pet. April 13. Ord. May 3% - ay 3 , > | Finney, James Stewart, Manchester, Manufacturer's 
Fiarners, Joun, Great St. Helens. High Gourt. Pet MiTH, Atyrep CHarirs, Weymouth, Cab Proprietor. | Agent. Manchester. Pet. May 6. Ord. May 6 
Jan. 9. Ord. May 4. : Dorehe ster. Pet. May 3. Ord May 3 | HakmMoop-Banyer, Svutmertanp, VLexham-gdns., Ken 
Guam (Major), Vincent Axprew, Hampstead. High | V''90N, Harry, Leeds, Engineer's Slotter. Leeds. Pet. | sington. High Court. Pet. Jan. 29. Ord. May 6 
Court. Pet. Merch 26. Ord. May 5. , May 3. Ord. May 3. | Kiveron, Gronoe Fuepenicx, Sheffield, Electrical Engi 
Hewitt, Rost, Leicester. Leicester Pet. May 5 ZAIN Davip, MAXYMILYAN MoryLinsk!, Lrorotp Dras neer. Sheffield. Pet. May 7. Ord. May 7. 
Ord. May 5. KIN, and Henry Drasgin, Old Church-rd., Com- | page, Cuantes, Hove, Builder. Brighton. Pet May 3. 
Hessarp, Ernest, Chalton-st., Euston-rd., Provision mer ial-rd , Merchants. High Court Pet. | Ord. May 6. 
Dealer. High Court. Pet. May 4. Ord. May 4 March 31 Ord. May 4 : | Smirm, Atrrep. Nuneaton, Genera! Dealer. Coventry 
Jouxstox, H. H., Hove, Hosier. High Court. Pet. | Amended Notice substituted for that published in the | Pet. May 6. Ord. May 6 
April 14. Ord. May 5. , London Gazette of March 23 | Stones, Sipwey, Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet 
Pace, Caartes, Hove, Builder. Brighton. Pet. May 3. | Buckur, Rosexr Harnorp Watxer, Nottingham-pl. | May 7. Ord. May 7. 
Ord. May 3. High Court. Pet. Jan. 15. Ord. March 19 | Waiver, Ricmarp, Keighley, Joiner Bradford 
Reapino, Atsert Epwarp, Richmond, Surrey, Ladies’ London Gazette.—Turspay, May 11 Pet. April 8. Ord. May 6 
Tailor. Wandsworth. Pet. May 5. Ord. May 5 RECEIVING ORDERS Amended Notice substituted for that publiehed in the 
Suita, Atrrep Cnartrs, Weymouth, Cab Proprietor. | Evcort-Martin, Harotp Ross, Trebovir-rd Earl's } London Gazette, March 30 
_ Dorchester. Pet. May 3. Ord. May 3. Court. High Court. Pet. April 9. Ord. May 4 Srvockery, Epoan Atexanper, Archway-rd.. Highgate 
WHitweit, Ricnarp, Keighley, Joiner Bradford Fawcetr, Cartes Hersert, Halifax. Confectioner. | Boot Repairer High Court. Pet. Feb. 5. Ord 
Pet. April 8. Ord. May 5. Halifax. Pct. May 7. Ord. May 7 Mar. 25 












THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, LD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL for selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS _which are e distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to bouseholdrr . 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Cov ers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable] Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mort of 
INSU RANCE. Giniath Pisotety ssttled by Counsel,;will be sent pera lg 


For Further Information. write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C,2. 
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EX - SERVICE MEN 
are being specially cared for by 
THE 


CHURCH ARMY 


» means of HOSTELS 
EMPLOYMENT BUREAU ; 
TRAINING FARM and 
MARKET GARDEN. Friends 
of the DISABLED and 
SHELL - SHOCKED. The 
MOTHERLESS CHIL 
DREN of Ex-Service Men 
are taken in full charge. 


The EVANGELISTiC and SOCIAL 
WORK is also in active operation. 


LEGACIES SOLICITED, 
CONT! i if S + he oratef " »-elved 
by the ) bie lec ur Pre 
D.D., Church m dquarters Bryanston 
St eet urble A ’ n, W 1. ¢ gues A 


thrald b geod “ Be tw sale Church Army.” 


niaru C riile, 











FOUND AT LAST! 


\ Stationer who can be relied on for 
exceilence of work, promises fulfilled, and 


examination of work at competitive prices. 


WESTALL’'S LIMITED, 


Street, Richmond, Surrey 
STATIONERS. 

sed, Plans vied, Typewriting, 

ating, Tran ations, «& 

tend the 


COUNTRY ORDERS receive special attent 
ders executed b vat A trial s 


Also at LONDON OXFOR® 





6, George 
LAW 


rs at 
turn | 


CAMBRIDGE, 
OUTHAMPTON 














EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 


(ESTABLISH RD 1885. CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) 


Purchases Reversions and Life Interests, and ( 

thereon at annual interest, 

charge free o! interest till th 
Apr lu Sees., 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND. LONDON 


Reversion falls in 


Wie, 2 


jrants Loans | 
or by way ef Reversiongry | 
| 





£5 T0 £5,000 ADVANCED 


on simple Promissory Notes. Neo bills of me taken, 
and mrictest privacy guaranteed. First letters of appl 
ention receive prompt attention, aad tramsactions carried 
eat without delay. Terms mutually arranged te sult 
borrowers’ convenience. Special quctations fer shert 
perieds. Apply in confidence te: 


ceLuences Corrider Chambers 


Cites Cu LEICESTER. 





GARAGE TO BE LET 
FOR PRIVATE CARS. 
In Regent’s Park District. For 24 years. 
ROOM FOR FIVE CARS. 
Will be altered to sait tenant’s requirements. 
G od living accommodation. 


Rent £130 per annum, 


Apply ALFRED SAVILL & SONS, 
51, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C. 2. 





TYPEWRITING PAPER. 


“THE SIGN OF THE BELL” 
A “SOUND” and “STRIKING” INVESTMENT. 
DOES THIS AP “ PEAL” to YOU. 
No. 13a Quarto size 10 x 8 at 6/6 per ream. 
No. 13b Foolscap ,, 13 x 8 at 7/6 ,, 4, 
| No. 13¢ Draft oo fe % Wad TE os * ns 
No. 13d Brief » 13 x 16 at 18/- ,, ” 
GREAT VARIETIES. ENORVOUS STOCKS. 


WRITE FOR SAMPLES, WHICH WILL BE SENT POST FREE. 
Carriage paid on ail orders over £5. 


SHAW & BLAKF, Lro.. THE ENTERPRISING 


LAW STATIONERS, 





REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1828 
Empowered by Specia: Acts of Partiameat, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
| LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 
The Law Costs on Loans are reguiated b Scale. 
Paid-up Share and Debensure Capital, 764,825. 


20 Coleman 8t., London. £.C. 


FRYER, COOPER & Co.’s AUCTION ROOM. 


(Established 1860), 


3, REDCROSS STREET, FORE S'REET, E.C. 1. 
| The Largest and best appointed Auction Galleries in 
the City of London. 
| VALUERS AND TRADE STOCK EXPERTS. 
| Weekly Sales cf Office Furniture, Boots. 
| Leather Goods, Drapery, Sremnene, Woollens. 
and Miscellaneous Stocks. 

"Phone No,—City 808 





| Telegrams—" Friarlike,* London.” 











| BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 








By Order of the Administrators. 
At Low Reserves, to wind up the Estate ~ 
FOR OCCUPATION AND INVESTMENT. ~ 
NEW BARNET AND WOOD GREEN. 
— ’ TT.) T 
FERGUSSON 
ry. r > ml Ty +) 
rTAYLOR & MELHUISH 
will SELL the following Properties by AU‘ 
in separate Lots, on THURSDAY. JUNE & 
WINOHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, E.C. a 
230 o'clock :— ’ 

Nos 3 to 6. CRESOENT-TERRACE CRESCENE 
ROAD, NEW BARNET.—Four Freehold H 
each with three bedrooms, two s tting- 
kitchen and scullery, with long gardens at 
One house divided into two flate and one for 
with vacant possession; let at i2s, 2d. 
weekly 

HENRY-ROAD.—Valuable plot of FRE EHOW 
LAND, with a large brick-built building thereon, 
having a frontage of % ft. 3 in. 

WOOD GREEN. 

No. 18. FINSBURY-ROAD.—Containing fig 
rooms, kitchen and scullery, with garden at 
with brick-built outbuildings, now used ag © 
laundry; let on repairing lease at £33; lease & 
years unexpired; ground-rent £5. 


Direction of Owner. 

NEW BARNET. 

) MALDEN-VILLAS, VICTOR 

ROAD.—Four excellent well-built Villas, 

with six rooms, kitchen and ecullery; 

gardens; each let weekly at the absurdly } 

rent of 138. 5d.; lease about 68 years at « 

rents of £5 8a, 

Particulars and conditions of sale of Mesarm 

Merrimans, Solicitors, 3, Mitrecourt, E.C. 4, 

A 


RNEP. 


By 


Nos. 1 to 4, 


| of the Auctioneere, 3, Budge-row, E.C. 4, 
BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR, LONDON, W.C 2.| Street. Barnet, and Head Office, NEW B 


‘Phone: Barnet 


By Direction of the Owner. 
WITH VACANT POSSESSION. 

THE CEDARS, RICHMOND-ROAD, NEW 
BARNET, the finest position in Lyonsdown. 
This GHARMING FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, 
standing in lovely grounds of over an acre, pr® 
lificly stocked with fruit and other trees, tennis 
and croquet lawns, The accommodation com 

prises eght excellent bedroome, fine bath 
three handsome reception-rooms, lounge 
and epacii.us ground-floor offices; all on two 
floors. The principal rooms facing south. Ee 
cellent garage for three cars, stabling for two 
horses, and three living roome over eleph 
installed; gas and water laid on. Electric o 
in the road. Eaey of access to several golf links,” 
Ae Pu ‘ NO T 
FERGUSSON ; 
rm r > ~~ J Pd 
TAYLOR & MELHUISH, 
wil] SELL the above by AUCTION, on THURS 
DAY, JUNE 3, at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old 
Broad-street, E.C., at 230 p.m. (unless previously 
disposed of by private contract) 

May be viewed by cards only, obtainable from — 
the Auctioneers, and particulars and conditions 
of sale had of Messrs. Stanley Evans & Co, 
Solicitors. 20, Theobald’sroad. W.C. 1. or of the 
Auctionere, 3. Budge-row. E.O. 4, 9. High-street, 
Barnet. Head Office: NEW BARNET. ‘Phone: | 
Barnet 77 





INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, ‘ 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentleme: under the Act and 
privately. or par‘ iculars apply to 
Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medieal Superintendent, 


Telephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 











THE GREAT RISE. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES, S.W., 
beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K, 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed. 














